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EXHIBIT I 
TO AFFIDAVIT OF DYLAN B. LAWRENCE 
2188 
NOTICE OF FILING OF DIRECTOR'S REPORT 
FOR BASIN 63, PART III 
FOR IRRIGATION AND OTHER WATER RIGHTS 
The Director of the Idaho Department of Water Resources (IDWR) has filed with the 
Snake River Basin Adjudication (SRBA) District Court the Director's Report for irrigation and 
other water rights in Basin 63, Part III. A map of the area covered by tlus Director's Report is 
attached to this Notice. This Director's Report contains the Director's recommendation to the 
SRBA court as to how each of your claimed water rights should be decreed in the SRBA. 
This Director's Report includes the Director's recommendation for your water rights 
claimed in the SRBA. IDWR is providing individual reports like this one to all claimants of 
irrigation and other water rights in your area. A complete copy of the Director's Report, listing 
all of these irrigation and other water rights claimed under state law and "dual based" claims by 
the federal government, is available at the SRBA courthouse in Twin Falls and the locations 
listed at the end of tlus Notice. Copies of the report can be made, but you may be charged for 
copying and mailing. 
Also included in this Director's Report are some small domestic and stockwater uses. 
The Director's Report for most small domestic and stockwater rights for IDWR Basin 63 was 
sent to the SRBA Court and individual water users on November 5, 1998. Some small domestic 
and stockwater claims were withheld from the earlier report. If a claim for small domestic and 
stockwater was withheld from the 1998 report, it is reported in this Director's Report. 
Additionally, the Director's Report for Basin 63, Part I was sent to the SRBA Court and 
individual water users on September 30, 2002 and Basin 63, Part II on January 30, 2006. 
The Director may file a report of late claims after all of the claims for Basin 63 are 
reported. This report may contain recommendations on claims in which you have an interest. 
The report is usually issued once a year in the spring. You will not receive any separate notice 
of this report, so you may want to check with the SRBA Court of IDWR periodically to see 
whether this report has been filed. 
INSTRUCTIONS FOR REVIEWING YOUR OWN WATER RIGHT 
The enclosed description of your right is only the Director's recommendation to the 
SRBA Court on your water right. The Court will decide how it will decree your water right. 
You can agree or disagree with the Director's recommendation. If you agree with the Director's 
recommendation you do not need to do anything, pending further notice as described below. If 
you disagree with the Director's recommendation, you need to file an objection as described 
below. 
INSTRUCTIONS FOR REVIEWING THE WATER RIGHTS OF OTHERS 
The complete Director's Report contains recommendations to the SRBA Court on your 
water right and all other irrigation and other rights in your area. The Court will decide how it 
will decree all water rights. The Director's recommendations in the full report are listed in two 
sections of the report: 
2189 
1) List of Recommended Water Rights -- Water right 
recommendations are listed numerically by water right number. 
2) List of Claims Recommended to Be Disallowed -- Water 
rights claims to be disallowed are listed numerically by water right 
number. A short statement of the reason for IDWR's 
recommendation for disallowance is provided. 
Also included in the complete Director's Report are descriptions of the United States' 
claims under federal law that have also been claimed under a state law basis. These are called 
"dual based" claims. While the Director neither investigates nor recommends the federal portion 
of these claims, a recommendation has been made for the state based portion of the claim. 
If you want to review someone else's water right you need to look at the complete 
Director's Report, which is available at the SRBA courthouse in Twin Falls and the locations 
listed in this Notice. Copies of the report can be made, but you may be charged for copying and 
mailing. 
INSTRUCTIONS FOR TAKING A WATER RIGHT CLAIM TO COURT 
What do I do if I disagree with a recommendation? 
If you disagree with any element of the recommendation for your water right or anyone 
else's water right and want to be heard in court, file an objection with the SRBA Court. 
Objections must be made on the standard objection form ("Standard Form 1") available from any 
IDWR office or from the SRBA Court. You may also download a copy of the objection fonn 
from the SRBA Web Site at www.srba.statejd.us. 
Your objection must be received by the SRBA Court on or before June 20, 2007. 
What do I do ifsomeone else objects to my water right recommendation? 
If someone files an objection to your water right, or anyone else's water right, you may 
file a response to that objection. Responses to objections must be made on the standard response 
fonn ("Standard Form 2") available from any IDWR office or from the SRBA Court. You may 
also download a copy of the response fonn from the SRBA Web Site at www.srba.state.id.us. 
Your response must be received by the SRBA Court on or before August 20,2007. 
What do I do if I want to participate in the court case on someone else's water right? 
If you want to be involved in the court case on any water right in the Director's Report, 
you must file either an objection or a response by the dates listed above. 
What happens if there are no objections to a water right? 
After the deadline for filing objections, IDWR will file a list of all water right 
recommendations with no objections. Upon receipt of that list, the Court will schedule a hearing 
on whether the water right recommendations should proceed to partial decree. The SRBA Court 
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will hear the uncontested recommendations on or about December 18, 2007, at 1:30 P.M. at the 
SRBA Courthouse. Partial decrees will be issued following this hearing. 
How will I know about the proceedings on water right recommendations to which objections 
were filed? 
A notice will be mailed to you for court dates on your water right or for those where you 
filed an objection or a response. You will not receive notice of court dates on any other water 
right recommendations. 
Additional infomlation regarding water right claims can be found on the SRBA Web Site. 
Note: The SRBA Court publishes a monthly Docket Sheet listing all objections and responses 
filed as well as when Director's Reports are filed. It does not list court dates for individual water 
right cases, but provides general information helpful to all participants in the SRBA. 
The Docket Sheet is available at your county courthouse and all IDWR offices, or you may 
subscribe by contacting the SRBA Court or IDWR. The annual subscription fee is $7.50. The 
Docket Sheet is also available on the SRBA Web Site at www.srba.state.id.us. 
What if a water right is not in this report? What if a water right claim is filed late? How do I 
get notice of IDWR 's recommendation for a late claim? 
A water right for Basin 63, Part III may not be included in this Director's Report if it was 
not filed in time for IDWR to investigate and report it. These water rights will be reported at a 
later time in IDWR's Director's Report for Late Claims. The Director's Report for Late Claims 
may include recommendations for Basin 63 as well as other basins. It is the responsibility of all 
parties to check with the SRBA Court or IDWR to see when any subsequent reports are filed. It 
is also the responsibility of all parties to check this report carefully for water rights to which they 
want to object. A notice of filing of future reports will not be sent to you unless you have a claim 
that is recommended in that report. 
CHANGES OF ADDRESS OR OWNERSHIP DURING THE SRBA COURT CASE 
You must contact your regional IDWR office with your address change or if the 
ownership of your water right changes. You may download a copy of a change of ownership 
form from the IDWR Web Site at www.idwr.idaho.gov. Failure to notify IDWR may result in 
the loss of your water rights. 
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION 
If you have questions about the SRBA, public information brochures are available at any 
IDWR office and on the IDWR Web Site at www.idwr.idaho.gov. The IDWR webpage provides 
information regarding your claims, mapping and other valuable information on the SRBA and 
lDWR. Maps and aerial photography of this reporting area, as well as assistance in using the 
maps and the photography, are also available at the IDWR Western regional office in Boise. You 
are also welcome to call IDWR at any of its offices or the SRBA Court. Additional infornlation 
regarding water right claims can be found on the SRBA Web Site at www.srba.state.id.us. 
Finally, you may also want to consider contacting an attorney to assist you. 
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Snake River Basin Adjudication 
Dbitrict Coul"t 
253 Third Avenue North 
P.O Box 2707 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-2707 
(208) 736-3011 
Idaho Department of Water Resources 
Western Region 
2735 Airport Way 
Boise, Idaho 83705-5082 
(208) 334-2190 
Idaho Department of Water Resources 
Southern Region 
1341 Fillmore, Suite 200 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83301-3380 
(208) 736-3033 
Ada County Courthouse 
200 W. Front Street 
Boise, ID 83702-7300 
Camas County COllrthouse 
501 Soldier Road 
PO Box 430 
Fairfield, ID 83327 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1115 Albany St 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
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Idaho Department of Water Resources 
322 East Front Street 
Box 83720 
Boise, Idaho 83720-0098 
(208) 287-6700 
(800) 451-4129 
Idaho Department of Water Resources 
Northern Region 
7600 N Mineral Dr, Suite 100 
Coeur d' Alene, ID 83815 
(208) 762-2800 
Idaho Department of Water Resources 
Eastern Region 
900 North Skyline, Suite A 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83402-3653 
(208) 525-7161 
Boise County Courthouse 
415 Main Street 
PO Box 126 
Idaho City, ID 83631 
Elmore County Courthouse 
150 S. 4th E, Suite 5 
Mountain Home, ID 83647 
IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES 
RECOMMENDED WATER RIGHTS ACQUIRED UNDER STATE LAW 
12/14/2006 
RIGHT NUMBER: 63-161BU 
NAME AND ADDRESS: PIONEER IRRIGATION DISTRICT 
PO BOX 426 
SOURCE: 
QUANTITY: 
PRIORITY DATE: 
POINT OF 
DIVERSION: 
PURPOSE AND 
PERIOD OF USE: 
PLACE OF USE: 
CALDWELL ID 83605 
BOISE RIVER 
21.715 CFS 
05/01/1866 
T04N ROlE S23 SENW Within ADA County 
T04N R01W S24 SENW Within ADA County 
T04N R02W S24 NENE Within CANYON County 
TRIBUTARY: SNAKE RIVER 
PURPOSE OF USE 
IRRIGATION 
PERIOD OF USE 
03/01 11/15 
QUANTITY 
21.715 CFS 
Diversion for irrigation under this water right prior to April 1 and after 
October 31 shall occur only as authorized by the Water District 63 Water 
Master and only when water is being released for flood control by the 
United States from the Lucky Peak Dam outlet under procedures and 
requirements for the Memorandum of Agreement between the U.S. 
Department of the Army and the U.S. Department of the Interior for Flood 
Control Operations of the Boise River Reservoirs, dated November 20, 1953, 
the Water Control Manual for Boise River Reservoirs dated April 1985 and 
any future amendments or revisions made thereto pursuant to state or 
federal procedures or law; provided that any such use of this water right 
prior to April 1 and after October 31 shall be subordinated to water rights for 
storage in Lucky Peak Reservoir, Lake Lowell, Arrowrock Reservoir, and/or 
Anderson Ranch Reservoir, as decreed in SRBA Case No. 39576. 
34204.61 ACRES TOTAL 
This right can be used to irrigate up to 34,204.61 acres within the boundary 
of the Pioneer Irrigation District. 
The boundary encompassing the place of use for this water right is 
described with a digital boundary as defined by I.C. Section 42-202B(2) and 
authorized pursuant to I.C. Section 42-1411(2) (h). The data comprising the 
digital boundary are incorporated herein by reference and are stored on a 
CD-ROM disk issued in duplicate originals on file with the SRBA District Court 
and the Idaho Department of Water Resources. A map depicting the place 
of use is attached hereto to illustrate the place of use described by the 
digital boundary. 
OTHER PROVISIONS NECESSARY FOR DEFINITION OR ADMINISTRATION OF THIS WATER RIGHT: 
This partial decree is subject to such general provisions necessary for 
the definition of the rights or for the efficient administration of the water 
rights as may be ultimately determined by the Court at a point in time no 
later than the entry of a final unified decree. Section 42-1412(6), Idaho 
Code. 
EXPLANATORY MATERIAL: BASIS OF CLAIM - Decreed 
This right is designated as No. 30 in the Stewart Decree and the Boise 
Water Distribution Report. 
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IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES 
RECOMMENDED WATER RIGHTS ACQUIRED UNDER STATE LAW 
12/14/2006 
RIGHT NUMBER: 63-224 
NAME AND ADDRESS: PIONEER IRRIGATION DISTRICT 
PO BOX 426 
SOURCE: 
QUANTITY: 
PRIORITY DATE: 
POINT OF 
DIVERSION: 
PURPOSE AND 
PERIOD OF USE: 
PLACE OF USE: 
CALDWELL ID 83605 
BOISE RIVER 
200.000 CFS 
TRIBUTARY: SNAKE RIVER 
This right shall receive 100 percent of its decreed quantity until the natural 
flow of the waters of the Boise River shall decrease so that all rights 
containing this condition cannot receive 100 percent of their decreed 
quantities, at which time this right and the other rights containing this 
condition shall first be cut to 75 percent of their decreed quantities, as the 
natural flow of the river decreases, beginning with the latest rights 
containing this condition and proceeding to the earliest rights containing this 
condition in the order of their priority dates, and after all of the rights 
containing this condition shall have been reduced to 75 percent of their 
decreed quantities, should the natural flow of the waters of the river 
decrease below the amount necessary to supply 75 percent of those 
decreed quantities, then this right and the other rights containing this 
condition, beginning with the latest and proceeding to the earliest, shall be 
reduced to 60 percent of their decreed quantities. 
09/01/1890 
T04N ROlE S23 
T04N ROIW S24 
T04N R02W S24 
PURPOSE OF USE 
IRRIGATION 
SENW 
SENW 
NENE 
Within 
Within 
Within 
ADA County 
ADA County 
CANYON County 
PERIOD OF USE 
03/01 11/15 
OUANTITY 
200.000 CFS 
Diversion for irrigation under this water right prior to April 1 and after 
October 31 shall occur only as authorized by the Water District 63 Water 
Master and only when water is being released for flood control by the 
United States from the Lucky Peak Dam outlet under procedures and 
requirements for the Memorandum of Agreement between the U.S. 
Department of the Army and the U.S. Department of the Interior for Flood 
Control Operations of the Boise River Reservoirs, dated November 20, 1953, 
the Water Control Manual for Boise River Reservoirs dated April 1985 and 
any future amendments or revisions made thereto pursuant to state or 
federal procedures or law; provided that any such use of this water right 
prior to April 1 and after October 31 shall be subordinated to water rights for 
storage in Lucky Peak Reservoir, Lake Lowell, Arrowrock Reservoir, and/or 
Anderson Ranch Reservoir, as decreed in SRBA Case No. 39576. 
34204.61 ACRES TOTAL 
The boundary encompassing the place of use for this water right is 
described with a digital boundary as defined by I.C. Section 42-202B(2) and 
authorized pursuant to I.C. Section 42-1411(2) (h). The data comprising the 
digital boundary are incorporated herein by reference and are stored on a 
CD-ROM disk issued in duplicate originals on file with the SRBA District Court 
and the Idaho Department of Water Resources. A map depicting the place 
of use is attached hereto to illustrate the place of use described by the 
digital boundary. 
This right can be used to irrigate up to 34,204.61 acres within the boundary 
of the Pione.er Irrigation District. 
OTHER PROVISIONS NECESSARY FOR DEFINITION OR ADMINISTRATION OF THIS WATER RIGHT: 
This partial decree is subject to such general provisions necessary for 
the definition of the rights or for the efficient administration of the water 
rights as may be ultimately determined by the Court at a point in time no 
later than the entry of a final unified decree. Section 42-1412(6), Idaho 
Code. 
EXPLANATORY MATERIAL: BASIS OF CLAIM - Decreed 
This right is designated as No. 117 in the Stewart Decree and the Boise 
Water Distribution Report. 
Right includes accomplished change in point of diversion pursuant to Section 
42-1425, Idaho Code. 
Director's Report Basin 63 Part 3 Page 78 
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IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES 
RECOMMENDED WATER RIGHTS ACQUIRED UNDER STATE LAW 
12/14/2006 
RIGHT NUMBER: 63-225 
NAME AND ADDRESS: PIONEER IRRIGATION DISTRICT 
PO BOX 426 
SOURCE: 
QUANTITY: 
PRIORITY DATE: 
POINT OF 
DIVERSION: 
PURPOSE AND 
PERIOD OF USE: 
PLACE OF USE: 
CALDWELL ID 83605 
BOISE RIVER 
56.340 CFS 
TRIBUTARY: SNAKE RIVER 
This right shall receive 100 percent of its decreed quantity until the natural 
flow of the waters of the Boise River shall decrease so that all rights 
containing this condition cannot receive 100 percent of their decreed 
quantities, at which time this right and the other rights containing this 
condition shall first be cut to 75 percent of their decreed quantities, as the 
natural flow of the river decreases, beginning with the latest rights 
containing this condition and proceeding to "the earliest rights containing this 
condition in the order of their priority dates, and after all of the rights 
containing this condition shall have been reduced to 75 percent of their 
decreed quantities, should the natural flow of the waters of the river 
decrease below the amount necessary to supply 75 percent of those 
decreed quantities, then this right and the other rights containing this 
condition, beginning with the latest and proceeding to the earliest, shall be 
reduced to 60 percent of their decreed quantities. 
04/01/1904 
T04N ROlE S23 
T04N ROIW S24 
T04N R02W S24 
PURPOSE OF USE 
IRRIGATION 
SENW Within 
SENW Within 
NrnE Within 
ADA County 
ADA County 
CANYON County 
PERIOD OF USE 
03/01 11/15 
OUANTITY 
56.340 CFS 
Diversion for irrigation under this water right prior to April 1 and after 
October 31 shall occur only as authorized by the Water District 63 Water 
Master and only when water is being released for flood control by the 
United States from the Lucky Peak Dam outlet under procedures and 
requirements for the Memorandum of Agreement between the U.S. 
Department of the Army and the U.S. Department of the Interior for Flood 
Control Operations of the Boise River Reservoirs, dated November 20, 1953, 
the Water Control Manual for Boise River Reservoirs dated April 1985 and 
any future amendments or revisions made thereto pursuant to state or 
federal procedures or law; provided that any such use of this water right 
prior to April 1 and after October 31 shall be subordinated to water rights for 
storage in Lucky Peak Reservoir, Lake Lowell, Arrowrock Reservoir, and/or 
Anderson Ranch Reservoir, as decreed in SRBA Case No. 39576. 
34204.61 ACRES TOTAL 
The boundary encompassing the place of use for this water right is 
described with a digital boundary as defined by I.C. Section 42-202B(2) and 
authorized pursuant to I.C. Section 42-1411(2) (h). The data comprising the 
digital boundary are incorporated herein by reference and are stored on a 
CD-ROM disk issued in duplicate originals on file with the SRBA District Court 
and the Idaho Department of Water Resources. A map depicting the place 
of use is attached hereto to illustrate the place of use described by the 
digital boundary. 
This right can be used to irrigate up to 34,204.61 acres within the boundary 
of the Pioneer Irrigation District. 
OTHER PROVISIONS NECESSARY FOR DEFINITION OR ADMINISTRATION OF THIS WATER RIGHT: 
This partial decree is subject to such general provisions necessary for 
the definition of the rights or for the efficient administration of the water 
rights as may be ultimately determined by the Court at a point in time no 
later than the entry of a final unified decree. Section 42-1412(6), Idaho 
Code. 
EXPLANATORY MATERIAL: BASIS OF CLAIM - Decreed 
Right includes accomplished change in point of diversion pursuant to Section 
42-1425, Idaho Code. 
This right is designated as No. 135 in the Stewart Decree and the Boise 
Water Distribution Report. 
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IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES 
RECOMMENDED WATER RIGHTS ACQUIRED UNDER STATE LAW 
12/14/2006 
RIGHT NUMBER: 63-294 
NAME AND ADDRESS: PIONEER IRRIGATION DISTRICT 
PO BOX 426 
SOURCE: 
QUANTITY: 
PRIORITY DATE: 
POINT OF 
DIVERSION: 
PURPOSE AND 
PERIOD OF USE: 
PLACE OF USE: 
CALDWELL ID 83605 
BOISE RIVER 
306.560 CFS 
TRIBUTARY: SNAKE RIVER 
This right shall receive 100 percent of its decreed quantity until the natural 
flow of the waters of the Boise River shall decrease so that all rights 
containing this condition cannot receive 100 percent of their decreed 
quantities, at which time this right and the other rights containing this 
condition shall first be cut to 75 percent of their decreed quantities, as the 
natural flow of the river decreases, beginning with the latest rights 
containing this condition and proceeding to the earliest rights containing this 
condition in the order of their priority dates, and after all of the rights 
containing this condition shall have been reduced to 75 percent of their 
decreed quantities, should the natural flow of the waters of the river 
decrease below the amount necessary to supply 75 percent of those 
decreed quantities, then this right and the other rights containing this 
condition, beginning with the latest and proceeding to the earliest, shall be 
reduced to 60 percent of their decreed quantities. 
04/01/1905 
T04N ROlE S23 
T04N R01W S24 
T04N R02W S24 
PURPOSE OF USE 
IRRIGATION 
SENW Within 
SENW Within 
NENE Within 
ADA County 
ADA County 
CANYON County 
PERIOD OF USE 
03/01 11/15 
OUANTITY 
306.560 CFS 
Diversion for irrigation under this water right prior to April 1 and after 
October 31 shall occur only as authorized by the Water District 63 Water 
Master and only when water is being released for flood control by the 
United States from the Lucky Peak Dam outlet under procedures and 
requirements for the Memorandum of Agreement between the U.S. 
Department of the Army and the U.S. Department of the Interior for Flood 
Control Operations of the Boise River Reservoirs, dated November 20, 1953, 
the Water Control Manual for Boise River Reservoirs dated April 1985 and 
any future amendments or revisions made thereto pursuant to state or 
federal procedures or law; provided that any such use of this water right 
prior to April 1 and after October 31 shall be subordinated to water rights for 
storage in' Lucky Peak Reservoir, Lake Lowell, Arrowrock Reservoir, and/or 
Anderson Ranch Reservoir, as decreed in SRBA Case No. 39576. 
34204.61 ACRES TOTAL 
The boundary enco~passing the place of use for this water right is 
described with a digital boundary as defined by I.C. Section 42-202B(2) and 
authorized pursuant· to I.C. Section 42-1411(2) (h). The data comprising the 
digital boundary are incorporated herein by reference and are stored on a 
CD-ROM disk issued in duplicate originals on file with the SRBA District Court 
and the Idaho Department of Water Resources. A map depicting the place 
of use is attached hereto to illustrate the place of use described by the 
digital boundary. 
This right can be used to irrigate up to 34,204.61 acres within the boundary 
of the Pioneer Irrigation District. 
OTHER PROVISIONS NECESSARY FOR DEFINITION OR ADMINISTRATION OF THIS WATER RIGHT: 
This partial decree is subject to such general provisions necessary for 
the definition of the rights or for the efficient administration of the water 
rights as may be ultimately determined by the Court at a point in time no 
later than the entry of a final unified decree. Section 42-1412(6), Idaho 
Code. 
EXPLANATORY MATERIAL: BASIS OF CLAIM - Decreed 
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IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES 
RECOMMENDED WATER RIGHTS ACQUIRED UNDER STATE LAW 
12/14/2006 
RIGHT NUMBER: 63-295 
NAME AND ADDRESS: PIONEER IRRIGATION DISTRICT 
PO BOX 426 
SOURCE: 
QUANTITY: 
PRIORITY DATE: 
POINT OF 
DIVERSION: 
PURPOSE AND 
PERIOD OF USE: 
PLACE OF USE: 
CALDWELL ID 83605 
BOISE RIVER 
54.500 CFS 
TRIBUTARY: SNAKE RIVER 
This right shall receive 100 percent of its decreed quantity until the natural 
flow of the waters of the Boise River shall decrease so that all rights 
containing this condition cannot receive 100 percent of their decreed 
quantities, at which time this right and the other rights containing this 
condition shall first be cut to 75 percent of their decreed quantities, as the 
natural flow of the river decreases, beginning with the latest rights 
containing this condition and proceeding to the earliest rights containing this 
condition in the order of their priority dates, and after all of the rights 
containing this condition shall have been reduced to 75 percent of their 
decreed quantities, should the natural flow of the waters of the river 
decrease below the amount necessary to supply 75 percent of those 
decreed quantities, then this right and the other rights containing this 
condition, beginning with the latest and proceeding to the earliest, shall be 
reduced to 60 percent of their decreed quantities. 
04/01/1908 
T04N ROlE S23 
T04N ROIW S24 
T04N R02W S24 
PURPOSE OF USE 
IRRIGATION 
SENW Within 
SENW Within 
NENE Within 
ADA County 
ADA County 
CANYON County 
PERIOD OF USE 
03/01 11/15 
OUANTITY 
54.500 CFS 
Diversion for irrigation under this water right prior to April 1 and after 
October 31 shall occur only as authorized by the Water District 63 Water 
Master and only when water is being released for flood control by the 
United States from the Lucky Peak Dam outlet under procedures and 
requirements for the Memorandum of Agreement between the U.S. 
Department of the Army and the U.S. Department of the Interior for Flood 
Control Operations of the Boise River Reservoirs, dated November 20, 1953, 
the Water Control Manual for Boise River Reservoirs dated April 1985 and 
any future amendments or revisions made thereto pursuant to state or 
federal procedures or law; provided that any such use of this water right 
prior to April 1 and after October 31 shall be subordinated to water rights for 
storage in Lucky Peak Reservoir, Lake Lowell, Arrowrock Reservoir, and/or 
Anderson Ranch Reservoir, as decreed in SRBA Case No. 39576. 
34204.61 ACRES TOTAL 
The boundary encompassing the place of use for this water right is 
described with a digital boundary as defined by I.C. Section 42-202B(2) and 
authorized pursuant to I.C. Section 42-1411(2) (h). The data comprising the 
digital boundary are incorporated herein by reference and are stored on a 
CD-ROM disk issued in duplicate originals on file with the SRBA District Court 
and the Idaho Department of Water Resources. A map depicting the place 
of use is attached hereto to illustrate the place of use described by the 
digital boundary. 
This right can be used to irrigate up to 34,204.61 acres within the boundary 
of the Pioneer Irrigation District. 
OTHER PROVISIONS NECESSARY FOR DEFINITION OR ADMINISTRATION OF THIS WATER RIGHT: 
This partial decree is subject to such general provisions necessary for 
the definition of the rights or for the efficient administration of the water 
rights as may be ultimately determined by the Court at a point in time no 
later than the entry of a final unified decree. Section 42-1412(6), Idaho 
Code. 
EXPLANATORY MATERIAL: BASIS OF CLAIM - Decreed 
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IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES 
RECOMMENDED WATER RIGHTS ACQUIRED UNDER STATE LAW 
12/14/2006 
RIGHT NUMBER: 63-371 
NAME AND ADDRESS: PIONEER IRRIGATION DISTRICT 
PO BOX 426 
SOURCE: 
QUANTITY: 
PRIORITY DATE: 
POINT OF 
DIVERSION: 
PURPOSE AND 
PERIOD OF USE: 
PLACE OF USE: 
CALDWELL ID 83605 
BOISE RIVER 
53.100 CFS 
TRIBUTARY: SNAKE RIVER 
This right shall receive 100 percent of its decreed quantity until the natural 
flow of the waters of the Boise River shall decrease so that all rights 
containing this condition cannot receive 100 percent of their decreed 
quantities, at which time this right and the other rights containing this 
condition shall first be cut to 75 percent of their decreed quantities, as the 
natural flow of the river decreases, beginning with the latest rights 
containing this condition and proceeding to the earliest rights containing this 
condition in the order of their priority dates, and after all of the rights 
containing this condition shall have been reduced to 75 percent of their 
decreed quantities, should the natural flow of the waters of the river 
decrease below the amount necessary to supply 75 percent of those 
decreed quantities, then this right and the other rights containing this 
condition, beginning with the latest and proceeding to the earliest, shall be 
reduced to 60 percent of their decreed quantities. 
06/01/1884 
T04N ROlE S23 SENW Within ADA County 
T04N R01W S24 SENW Within ADA County 
T04N R02W S24 NENE Within CANYON County 
PURPOSE OF USE 
IRRIGATION 
PERIOD OF USE 
03/01 11/15 
OUANTITY 
53.100 CFS 
Diversion for irrigation under this water right prior to April 1 and after 
October 31 shall occur only as authorized by the Water District 63 Water 
Master and only when water is being released for flood control by the 
United States from the Lucky Peak Dam outlet under procedures and 
requirements for the Memorandum of Agreement between the U.S. 
Department of the Army and the U.S. Department of the Interior for Flood 
Control Operations of the Boise River Reservoirs, dated November 20, 1953, 
the Water Control Manual for Boise River Reservoirs dated April 1985 and 
any future amendments or revisions made thereto pursuant to state or 
federal procedures or law; provided that any such use of this water right 
prior to April 1 and after October 31 shall be subordinated to water rights for 
storage in Lucky Peak Reservoir, Lake Lowell, Arrowrock Reservoir, and/or 
Anderson Ranch Reservoir, as decreed in SRBA Case No. 39576. 
34204.61 ACRES TOTAL 
The boundary encompassing the place of use for this water right is 
described with a digital boundary as defined by I.C. Section 42-202B(2) and 
authorized pursuant to I.C. Section 42-1411(2) (h). The data comprising the 
digital boundary are incorporated herein by reference and are stored on a 
CD-ROM disk issued in duplicate originals on file with the SRBA District Court 
and the Idaho Department of Water Resources. A map depicting the place 
of use is attached hereto to illustrate the place of use described by the 
digital boundary. 
This right can be used to irrigate up to 34,204.61 acres within the boundary 
of the Pioneer Irrigation District. 
OTHER PROVISIONS NECESSARY FOR DEFINITION OR ADMINISTRATION OF THIS WATER RIGHT: 
This partial decree is subject to such general provisions necessary for 
the definition of the rights or for the efficient administration of the water 
rights as may be ultimately determined by the Court at a point in time no 
later than the entry of a final unified decree. Section 42-1412(6), Idaho 
Code. 
EXPLANATORY MATERIAL: BASIS OF CLAIM - Decreed 
Right includes accomplished change in point of diversion pursuant to Section 
42-1425, Idaho Code. 
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IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES 
RECOMMENDED WATER RIGHTS ACQUIRED UNDER STATE LAW 
12/14/2006 
RIGHT NUMBER: 63-2114 
NAME AND ADDRESS: PIONEER IRRIGATION DISTRICT 
PO BOX 426 
SOURCE: 
QUANTITY: 
PRIORITY DATE: 
POINT OF 
DIVERSION: 
PURPOSE AND 
PERIOD OF USE: 
PLACE OF USE: 
CALDWELL ID 83605 
INDIAN CREEK 
8.640 CFS 
10/15/1909 
TRIBUTARY: BOISE RIVER 
T04N R03W S36 NESW Within CANYON County 
PURPOSE OF USE 
IRRIGATION 
PERIOD OF USE 
03/01 11/15 
34204.61 ACRES TOTAL 
QUANTITY 
8.640 CFS 
The boundary encompassing the place of use for this water right is 
described with a digital boundary as defined by I.C. Section 42-202B(2) and 
authorized pursuant to I.C. Section 42-1411(2) (h). The data comprising the 
digital boundary are incorporated herein by reference and are stored on a 
CD-ROM disk issued in duplicate originals on file with the SRBA District Court 
and the Idaho Department of Water Resources. A map depicting the place 
of use is attached hereto to illustrate the place of use described by the 
digital boundary. 
This right can be used to irrigate up to 34,204.61 acres within the boundary 
of the Pioneer Irrigation District. 
OTHER PROVISIONS NECESSARY FOR DEFINITION OR ADMINISTRATION OF THIS WATER RIGHT: 
This partial decree is subject to such general provisions necessary for 
the definition of the rights or for the efficient administration of the water 
rights as may be ultimately determined by the Court at a point in time no 
later than the entry of a final unified decree. Section 42-1412(6), Idaho 
Code. 
EXPLANATORY MATERIAL: BASIS OF CLAIM - License 
Right includes accomplished change in point of diversion pursuant to Section 
42-1425, Idaho Code. 
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IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES 
RECOMMENDED WATER RIGHTS ACQUIRED UNDER STATE LAW 
12/14/2006 
RIGHT NUMBER: 63-2275 
NAME AND ADDRESS: PIONEER IRRIGATION DISTRICT 
PO BOX 426 
SOURCE: 
QUANTITY: 
PRIORITY DATE: 
POINT OF 
DIVERSION: 
PURPOSE AND 
PERIOD OF USE: 
PLACE OF USE: 
CALDWELL ID 83605 
WILSON DRAIN 
60.000 CFS 
09/08/1915 
TRIBUTARY: BOISE RIVER 
T03N R03W S12 SESW Within CANYON County 
PURPOSE OF USE 
IRRIGATION 
PERIOD OF USE 
03/01 11/15 
34204.61 ACRES TOTAL 
OUANTITY 
60.000 CFS 
The boundary encompassing the place of use for this water right is 
described with a digital boundary as defined by I.C. Section 42-202B(2) and 
authorized pursuant to I.C. Section 42-1411(2) (h). The data comprising the 
digital boundary are incorporated herein by reference and are stored on a 
CD-ROM disk issued in duplicate originals on file with the SRBA District Court 
and the Idaho Department of Water Resources. A map depicting the place 
of use is attached hereto to illustrate the place of use described by the 
digital boundary. 
This right can be used to irrigate up to 34,204.61 acres within the boundary 
of the Pioneer Irrigation District. 
OTHER PROVISIONS NECESSARY FOR DEFINITION OR ADMINISTRATION OF THIS WATER RIGHT: 
This partial decree is subject to such general provisions necessary for 
the definition of the rights or for the efficient administration of the water 
rights as may be ultimately determined by the Court at a point in time no 
later than the entry of a final unified decree. Section 42-1412(6), Idaho 
Code. 
EXPLANATORY MATERIAL: BASIS OF CLAIM - License 
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IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES 
RECOMMENDED WATER RIGHTS ACQUIRED UNDER STATE LAW 
12/14/2006 
RIGHT NUMBER: 63-2276 
NAME AND ADDRESS: PIONEER IRRIGATION DISTRICT 
PO BOX 426 
SOURCE: 
QUANTITY: 
PRIORITY DATE: 
POINT OF 
DIVERSION: 
PURPOSE AND 
PERIOD OF USE: 
PLACE OF USE: 
CALDWELL ID 83605 
MASON CREEK 
43.000 CFS 
09/08/1915 
TRIBUTARY: BOISE RIVER 
T04N R02W S33 SESE Within ADA County 
PURPOSE OF USE 
IRRIGATION 
PERIOD OF USE 
03/01 11/15 
34204.61 ACRES TOTAL 
OUANTITY 
43.000 CFS 
The boundary encompassing the place of use for this water right is 
described with a digital boundary as defined by I.C. section 42-202B(2) and 
authorized pursuant to I.C. Section 42-1411(2) (h). The data comprising the 
digital boundary are incorporated herein by reference and are stored on a 
CD-ROM disk issued in duplicate originals on file with the SRBA District Court 
and the Idaho Department of Water Resources. A map depicting the place 
of use is attached hereto to illustrate the place of use described by the 
digital boundary. 
This right can be used to irrigate up to 34,204.61 acres within the boundary 
of the Pioneer Irrigation District. 
OTHER PROVISIONS NECESSARY FOR DEFINITION OR ADMINISTRATION OF THIS WATER RIGHT: 
This partial decree is subject to such general provisions necessary for 
the definition of the rights or for the efficient administration of the water 
rights as may be ultimately determined by the Court at a point in time no 
later than the entry of a final unified decree. Section 42-1412(6), Idaho 
Code. 
EXPLANATORY MATERIAL: BASIS OF CLAIM - License 
Director's Report Basin 63 Part 3 Page 158 
2201 
IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES 
RECOMMENDED WATER RIGHTS ACQUIRED UNDER STATE LAW 
12/14/2006 
RIGHT NUMBER: 63-2294 
NAME AND ADDRESS: PIONEER IRRIGATION DISTRICT 
PO BOX 426 
SOURCE: 
QUANTITY: 
PRIORITY DATE: 
POINT OF 
DIVERSION: 
PURPOSE AND 
PERIOD OF USE: 
PLACE OF USE: 
CALDWELL ID 83605 
FIVEMILE CREEK 
50.000 CFS 
04/03/1916 
TRIBUTARY: BOISE RIVER 
T04N R02W S27 SESE Within CANYON County 
PURPOSE OF USE 
IRRIGATION 
PERIOD OF USE 
03/01 11/15 
34204.61 ACRES TOTAL 
OUANTITY 
50.000 CFS 
The boundary encompassing the place of use for this water right is 
described with a digital boundary as defined by I.C. Section 42-202B(2) and 
authorized pursuant to I.C. Section 42-1411(2) (h). The data comprising the 
digital boundary are incorporated herein by reference and are stored on a 
CD-ROM disk issued in duplicate originals on file with the SRBA District Court 
and the Idaho Department of Water Resources. A map depicting the place 
of use is attached hereto to illustrate the place of use described by the 
digital boundary. 
This right can be used to irrigate up to 34,204.61 acres within the boundary 
Qf the Pioneer Irrigation District. 
OTHER PROVISIONS NECESSARY FOR DEFINITION OR ADMINISTRATION OF THIS WATER RIGHT: 
This partial decree is subject to such general provisions necessary for 
the definition of the rights or for the efficient administration of the water 
rights as may be ultimately determined by the Court at a point in time no 
later than the entry of a final unified decree. Section 42-1412(6), Idaho 
Code. 
EXPLANATORY MATERIAL: BASIS OF CLAIM - License 
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- , 
12/14/2006 
IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES 
RECOMMENDED WATER RIGHTS ACQUIRED UNDER STATE LAW 
RIGHT NUMBER: 63-2529 
NAME AND ADDRESS: PIONEER IRRIGATION DISTRICT 
SOURCE: 
QUANTITY: 
PRIORITY DATE: 
POINT OF 
DIVERSION: 
PURPOSE AND 
PERIOD OF USE: 
PLACE OF USE: 
PO BOX 426 
CALDWELL ID 83605 
GROUND WATER TRIBUTARY: 
87.100 CFS 
44,918.30 AFY 
12/21/1936 
T03N R01W S7 NWNW Within CANYON County 
T03N R02W Sl SWSE Within CANYON County 
T03N R02W S2 SWSW Within CANYON County 
T03N R02W S4 NWSW Within CANYON County 
T03N R02W S10 SWNE Within CANYON County 
T03N R02W S11 SESW Within CANYON County 
T03N R02W S14 SWSW Within CANYON County 
T03N R02W S15 SWSE Within CANYON County 
T03N R02W S19 NENE Within CANYON County 
T03N R02W S21 NENW Within CANYON County 
T03N R02W S22 SWNE Within CANYON County 
T03N R03W S3 NWNW Within CANYON County 
T03N R03W S11 NESE Within CANYON County 
T04N R01W S30 SESW Within CANYON County 
T04N R02W S26 NESW Within CANYON County 
T04N R02W S27 NENW Within CANYON County 
T04N R02W S27 SWSE Within CANYON County 
T04N R02W 833 NWNE Within CANYON County 
T04N R02W S34 SESW Within CANYON County 
T04N R02W S35 SESW Within CANYON County 
T04N R02W S36 SENE Within CANYON County 
T04N R02W S36 SWNW Within CANYON County 
T04N R02W S36 NESW Within CANYON County 
T04N R03W 825 NESE Within CANYON County 
T04N R04W S22 SESE Within CANYON County 
T04N R04W S25 SENW Within CANYON County 
T04N R04W S26 SENE Within CANYON County 
PYBfQS!1l OE YSE P!1lBJ;Q12 QE YSlli QUANTITY 
IRRIGATION 03/01 11/15 87.100 CFS 
44,918.30 AFY 
34204.61 ACRES TOTAL 
The boundary encompassing the place of use for this water right is 
described with a digital boundary as defined by I.C. Section 42-202B(2) and 
authorized pursuant to I.C. section 42-1411(2) (h). The data comprising the 
digital boundary are incorporated herein by reference and are stored on a 
CD-ROM disk issued in duplicate originals on file with the SRBA District Court 
and the Idaho Department of Water Resources. A map depicting the place 
of use is attached hereto to illustrate the place of use described by the 
digital boundary. 
This right can be used to irrigate up to 34,204.61 acres within the boundary 
of the Pioneer Irrigation District. 
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OTHER PROVISIONS NECESSARY FOR DEFINITION OR ADMINISTRATION OF THIS WATER RIGHT: 
This partial decree is subject to such general provisions necessary for 
the definition of the rights or for the efficient administration of the water 
rights as may be ultimately determined by the Court at a point in time no 
later than the entry of a final unified decree. Section 42-1412(6), Idaho 
Code. 
EXPLANATORY MATERIAL: BASIS OF CLAIM - License 
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IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES 
RECOMMENDED WATER RIGHTS ACQUIRED UNDER STATE LAW 
12/14/2006 
RIGHT NUMBER: 63-2891 
NAME AND ADDRESS: PIONEER IRRIGATION DISTRICT 
PO BOX 426 
SOURCE: 
QUANTITY: 
PRIORITY DATE: 
POINT OF 
DIVERSION: 
PURPOSE AND 
PERIOD OF USE: 
PLACE OF USE: 
CALDWELL ID 83605 
WILSON DRAIN 
10.000 CFS 
01/23/1952 
TRIBUTARY: BOISE RIVER 
T03N R02W S19 SESE Within CANYON County 
PURPOSE OF USE 
IRRIGATION 
PERIOD OF USE 
03/01 11/15 
34204.61 ACRES TOTAL 
OUANTITY 
10.000 CFS 
The boundary encompassing the place of use for this water right is 
described with a digital boundary as defined by I.C. Section 42-202B(2) and 
authorized pursuant to I.C. Section 42-1411(2) (h). The data comprising the 
digital boundary are incorporated herein by reference and are stored on a 
CD-ROM disk issued in duplicate originals on file with the SRBA District Court 
and the Idaho Department of Water Resources. A map depicting the place 
of use is attached hereto to illustrate the place of use described by the 
digital boundary. 
This right can be used to irrigate up to 34,204.61 acres within the boundary 
of the Pioneer Irrigation District. 
OTHER PROVISIONS NECESSARY FOR DEFINITION OR ADMINISTRATION OF THIS WATER RIGHT: 
This partial decree is subject to such general provisions necessary for 
the definition of the rights or for the efficient administration of the water 
rights as may be ultimately determined by the Court at a point in time no 
later than the entry of a final unified decree. Section 42-1412(6), Idaho 
Code. 
This right remains subject to the right of the original appropriator, in good 
faith and in compliance with state laws governing changes in use and/or 
expansion of water rights, to cease wasting water, to change the place 
or manner of wasting it, or to recapture it. 
EXPLANATORY MATERIAL: BASIS OF CLAIM - License 
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IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES 
RECOMMENDED WATER RIGHTS ACQUIRED UNDER STATE LAW 
12/14/2006 
RIGHT NUMBER: 63-5199 
NAME AND ADDRESS: PIONEER IRRIGATION DISTRICT 
PO BOX 426 
SOURCE: 
QUANTITY: 
PRIORITY DATE: 
POINT OF 
DIVERSION: 
PURPOSE AND 
PERIOD OF USE: 
PLACE OF USE: 
CALDWELL ID 83605 
GROUND WATER 
1. 000 CFS 
50.00 AFY 
10/15/1950 
TRIBUTARY: 
T03N R02W S12 SENW Within CANYON County 
PURPOSE OF USE 
IRRIGATION 
PERIOD OF USE 
03/01 11/15 
34204.61 ACRES TOTAL 
QUANTITY 
1.000 CFS 
50.00 AFY 
The boundary encompassing the place of use for this water right is 
described with a digital boundary as defined by I.C. Section 42-202B(2) and 
authorized pursuant to I.C. Section 42-1411(2) (h). The data comprising the 
digital boundary are incorporated herein by reference and are stored on a 
CD-ROM disk issued in duplicate originals on file with the SRBA District Court 
and the Idaho Department of Water Resources. A map depicting the place 
of use is attached hereto to illustrate the place of use described by the 
digital boundary. 
This right can be used to irrigate up to 34,204.61 acres within the boundary 
of the Pioneer Irrigation District. 
OTHER PROVISIONS NECESSARY FOR DEFINITION OR ADMINISTRATION OF THIS WATER RIGHT: 
This partial decree is subject to such general provisions necessary for 
the definition of the rights or for the efficient administration of the water 
rights as may be ultimately determined by the Court at a point in time no 
later than the entry of a final unified decree. Section 42-1412(6), Idaho 
Code. 
EXPLANATORY MATERIAL: BASIS OF CLAIM - Beneficial Use 
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IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES 
RECOMMENDED WATER RIGHTS ACQUIRED UNDER STATE LAW 
12/14/2006 
RIGHT NUMBER: 63-5200 
NAME AND ADDRESS: PIONEER IRRIGATION DISTRICT 
PO BOX 426 
SOURCE: 
QUANTITY: 
PRIORITY DATE: 
POINT OF 
DIVERSION: 
PURPOSE AND 
PERIOD OF USE: 
PLACE OF USE: 
CALDWELL ID 83605 
GROUND WATER 
7.560 CFS 
3,898.80 AFY 
06/18/1958 
TRIBUTARY: 
T03N R02W Sl SWNW Within CANYON County 
T04N R02W S34 NESE Within CANYON County 
PURPOSE OF USE 
IRRIGATION 
PERIOD OF USE 
03/01 11/15 
34204.61 ACRES TOTAL 
OUANTITY 
7.560 CFS 
3,989.80 AFY 
The boundary encompassing the place of use for this water right is 
described with a digital boundary as defined by I.C. Section 42-202B(2) and 
authorized pursuant to I.C. Section 42-1411(2) (h). The data comprising the 
digital boundary are incorporated herein by ~eference and are stored on a 
CD-ROM disk issued in duplicate originals on file with the SRBA District Court 
and the Idaho Department of Water Resources. A map depicting the place 
of use is attached hereto to illustrate the place of use described by the 
digital boundary. 
This right can be used to irrigate up to 34,204.61 acres within the boundary 
of the Pioneer Irrigation District. 
OTHER PROVISIONS NECESSARY FOR DEFINITION OR ADMINISTRATION OF THIS WATER RIGHT: 
This partial decree is subject to such general provisions necessary for 
the definition of the rights or for the efficient administration of the water 
rights as may be ultimately determined by the Court at a point in time no 
later than the entry of a final unified decree. Section 42-1412(6), Idaho 
Code. 
EXPLANATORY MATERIAL: BASIS OF CLAIM - Beneficial Use 
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IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES 
RECOMMENDED WATER RIGHTS ACQUIRED UNDER STATE LAW 
12/14/2006 
RIGHT NUMBER: 63-5219 
NAME AND ADDRESS: PIONEER IRRIGATION DISTRICT 
PO BOX 426 
SOURCE: 
QUANTITY: 
PRIORITY DATE: 
POINT OF 
DIVERSION: 
PURPOSE AND 
PERIOD OF USE: 
PLACE OF USE: 
CALDWELL ID 83605 
INDIAN CREEK 
18.000 CFS 
08/01/1961 
TRIBUTARY: BOISE RIVER 
T03N R02W S22 SWNE Within CANYON County 
PURPOSE OF USE 
IRRIGATION 
PERIOD OF USE 
03/01 11/15 
34204.61 ACRES TOTAL 
OUANTITY 
18.000 CFS 
The boundary encompassing the place of use for this water right is 
described with a digital boundary as defined by I.C. Section 42-202B(2) and 
authorized pursuant to I.C. Section 42-1411(2) (h). The data comprising the 
digital boundary are incorporated herein by reference and are stored on a 
CD-ROM disk issued in duplicate originals on file with the SRBA District Court 
and the Idaho Department of Water Resources. A map depicting the place 
of use is attached hereto to illustrate the place of use described by the 
digital boundary. 
This right can be used to irrigate up to 34,204.61 acres within the boundary 
of the Pioneer Irrigation District. 
OTHER PROVISIONS NECESSARY FOR DEFINITION OR ADMINISTRATION OF THIS WATER RIGHT: 
This partial decree is subject to such general provisions necessary for 
the definition of the rights or for the efficient administration of the water 
rights as may be ultimately determined by the Court at a point in time no 
later than the entry of a final unified decree. Section 42-1412(6), Idaho 
Code. 
EXPLANATORY MATERIAL: BASIS OF CLAIM - Beneficial Use 
Right includes accomplished change in point of diversion pursuant to Section 
42-1425, Idaho Code. 
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IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES 
RECOMMENDED WATER RIGHTS ACQUIRED UNDER STATE LAW 
12/14/2006 
RIGHT NUMBER: 63-5237 
NAME AND ADDRESS: PIONEER IRRIGATION DISTRICT 
PO BOX 426 
SOURCE: 
QUANTITY: 
PRIORITY DATE: 
POINT OF 
DIVERSION: 
PURPOSE AND 
PERIOD OF USE: 
PLACE OF USE: 
CALDWELL ID 83605 
INDIAN CREEK 
16.000 CFS 
08/15/1929 
TRIBUTARY: BOISE RIVER 
T04N R03W S26 NESW Within CANYON County 
PURPOSE OF USE 
IRRIGATION 
PERIOD OF USE 
03/01 11/15 
34204.61 ACRES TOTAL 
OUANTITY 
16.000 CFS 
The boundary encompassing the place of use for this water right is 
described with a digital boundary as defined by I.C. Section 42-202B(2) and 
authorized pursuant to I.C. Section 42-1411(2) (h). The data comprising the 
digital boundary are incorporated herein by reference and are stored on a 
CD-ROM disk issued in duplicate originals on file with the SRBA District Court 
and the Idaho Department of Water Resources. A map depicting the place 
of use is attached hereto to illustrate the place of use described by the 
digital boundary. 
This right can be used to irrigate up to 34,204.61 acres within the boundary 
of the Pioneer Irrigation District. 
OTHER PROVISIONS NECESSARY FOR DEFINITION OR ADMINISTRATION OF THIS WATER RIGHT: 
This partial decree is subject to such general provisions necessary for 
the definition of the rights or for the efficient administration of the water 
rights as may be ultimately determined by the Court at a point in time no 
later than the entry of a final unified decree. Section 42-1412(6), Idaho 
Code. 
EXPLANATORY MATERIAL: BASIS OF CLAIM - Beneficial Use 
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IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES 
RECOMMENDED WATER RIGHTS ACQUIRED UNDER STATE LAW 
12/14/2006 
RIGHT NUMBER: 63-5255 
NAME AND ADDRESS: PIONEER IRRIGATION DISTRICT 
PO BOX 426 
SOURCE: 
QUANTITY: 
PRIORITY DATE: 
POINT OF 
DIVERSION: 
PURPOSE AND 
PERIOD OF USE: 
PLACE OF USE: 
CALDWELL ID 83605 
INDIAN CREEK 
1. 000 CFS 
OS/24/1920 
TRIBUTARY: BOISE RIVER 
T04N R03W S22 SESW Within CANYON County 
PURPOSE OF USE 
IRRIGATION 
PERIOD OF USE 
03/01 11/15 
34204.61 ACRES TOTAL 
OUANTITY 
1. 000 CFS 
The boundary encompassing the place of use for this water right is 
described with a digital boundary as defined by I.C. Section 42-202B{2} and 
authorized pursuant to I.C. Section 42-1411{2} {h}. The data comprising the 
digital boundary are incorporated herein by reference and are stored on a 
CD-ROM disk issued in duplicate originals on file with the SRBA District Court 
and the Idaho Department of Water Resources. A map depicting the place 
of use is attached hereto to illustrate the place of use described by the 
digital boundary. 
This right can be used to irrigate up to 34,204.61 acres within the boundary 
of the Pioneer Irrigation District. 
OTHER PROVISIONS NECESSARY FOR DEFINITION OR ADMINISTRATION OF THIS WATER RIGHT: 
This partial decree is subject to such general provisions necessary for 
the definition of the rights or for the efficient administration of the water 
rights as may be ultimately determined by the Court at a point in time no 
later than the entry of a final unified decree. Section 42-1412{6}, Idaho 
Code. 
EXPLANATORY MATERIAL: BASIS OF CLAIM - Beneficial Use 
Right includes accomplished change in point of diversion pursuant to Section 
42-1425, Idaho Code. 
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IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES 
RECOMMENDED WATER RIGHTS ACQUIRED UNDER STATE LAW 
12/14/2006 
RIGHT NUMBER: 63-9109 
NAME AND ADDRESS: PIONEER IRRIGATION DISTRICT 
PO BOX 426 
SOURCE: 
QUANTITY: 
PRIORITY DATE: 
POINT OF 
DIVERSION: 
PURPOSE AND 
PERIOD OF USE: 
PLACE OF USE: 
CALDWELL ID 83605 
GROUND WATER 
5.040 CFS 
2,449.20 AFY 
01/25/1978 
TRIBUTARY: 
T03N ROIW S7 SENW Within CANYON county 
PURPOSE OF USE 
IRRIGATION 
PERIOD OF USE 
03/15 11/15 
QUANTITY 
5.040 CFS 
2,449.20 AFY 
The use of water for irrigation under this right may begin as early as March 
1 and may continue to as late as November 15, provided other elements of 
the right are not exceeded. The use of water before March 15 under this 
remark is subordinate to all water rights having no subordinated early or late 
irrigation use and a priority date earlier than the date a partial decree is 
entered for this right. 
34204.61 ACRES TOTAL 
The boundary encompassing the place of use for this water right is 
described with a digital boundary as defined by I.C. Section 42-202B(2} and 
authorized pursuant to I.C. Section 42-1411(2} (h). The data comprising the 
digital boundary are incorporated herein by reference and are stored on a 
CD-ROM disk issued in duplicate originals on file with the SRBA District Court 
and the Idaho Department of Water Resources. A map depicting the place 
of use is attached hereto to illustrate the place of use described by the 
digital boundary. 
This right can be used to irrigate up to 34,204.61 acres within the boundary 
of the Pioneer Irrigation District. 
OTHER PROVISIONS NECESSARY FOR DEFINITION OR ADMINISTRATION OF THIS WATER RIGHT: 
This partial decree is subject to such general provisions necessary for 
the definition of the rights or for the efficient administration of the water 
rights as may be ultimately determined by the Court at a point in time no 
later than the entry of a final unified decree. Section 42-1412(6}, Idaho 
Code. 
EXPLANATORY MATERIAL: BASIS OF CLAIM - License 
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IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES 
RECOMMENDED WATER RIGHTS ACQUIRED UNDER STATE LAW 
12/14/2006 
RIGHT NUMBER: 63-21706 
NAME AND ADDRESS: PIONEER IRRIGATION DISTRICT 
PO BOX 426 
SOURCE: 
QUANTITY: 
PRIORITY DATE: 
POINT OF 
DIVERSION: 
PURPOSE AND 
PERIOD OF USE: 
PLACE OF USE: 
CALDWELL ID 83605 
BOISE RIVER 
0.100 CFS 
04/01/1961 
TRIBUTARY: SNAKE RIVER 
T04N ROIW S24 NENW Within CANYON County 
PURPOSE OF USE 
IRRIGATION 
PERIOD OF USE 
03/01 11/15 
QUANTITY 
0.100 CFS 
Diversion for irrigation under this water right prior to April 1 and after 
October 31 shall occur only when the natural flow in the Boise River below 
the Star Bridge in Township 04 North, Range 01 West, Section 18, NE~ of 
the SE~ of the SE~, Boise Meridian (approximate river mile 33.9) is 
sufficient for water to be available for diversion at the point of diversion 
described above, provided that any such use of this water right prior to 
April 1 and after October 31 shall be subordinated to water rights for 
storage in Lucky Peak Reservoir, Lake Lowell, Arrowrock Reservoir, and/or 
Anderson Ranch Reservoir, as decreed in SRBA Case No. 39576. 
34204.61 ACRES TOTAL 
The boundary encompassing the place of use for this water right is 
described with a digital boundary as defined by I.C. Section 42-202B(2) and 
authorized pursuant to I.C. Section 42-1411(2) (h). The data comprising the 
digital boundary are incorporated herein by reference and are stored on a 
CD-ROM disk issued in duplicate originals on file with the SRBA District Court 
and the Idaho Department of Water Resources. A map depicting the place 
of use is attached hereto to illustrate the place of use described by the 
digital boundary. 
This right is limited to the irrigation of 34,204.61 acres within the boundary of 
the Pioneer Irrigation District. 
OTHER PROVISIONS NECESSARY FOR DEFINITION OR ADMINISTRATION OF THIS WATER RIGHT: 
This partial decree is subject to such general provisions necessary for 
the definition of the rights or for the efficient administration of the water 
rights as may be ultimately determined by the Court at a point in time no 
later than the entry of a final unified decree. Section 42-1412(6), Idaho 
Code. 
EXPLANATORY MATERIAL: BASIS OF CLAIM - Beneficial Use 
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IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES 
RECOMMENDED WATER RIGHTS ACQUIRED UNDER STATE LAW 
12/14/2006 
RIGHT NUMBER: 63-21713 
NAME AND ADDRESS: PIONEER IRRIGATION DISTRICT 
PO BOX 426 
SOURCE: 
QUANTITY: 
PRIORITY DATE: 
POINT OF 
DIVERSION: 
PURPOSE AND 
PERIOD OF USE: 
PLACE OF USE: 
CALDWELL ID 83605 
PIPE GULCH DRAW CREEK 
11.200 CFS 
04/01/1913 
TRIBUTARY: BOISE RIVER 
T04N R04W S27 NWNW Within CANYON County 
PURPOSE OF USE 
IRRIGATION 
PERIOD OF USE 
03/01 11/15 
34204.61 ACRES TOTAL 
QUANTITY 
11.200 CFS 
The boundary encompassing the place of use for this water right is 
described with a digital boundary as defined by I.C. Section 42-202B(2) and 
authorized pursuant to I.C. Section 42-1411(2) (h). The data comprising the 
digital boundary are incorporated herein by reference and are stored on a 
CD-ROM disk issued in duplicate originals on file with the SRBA District Court 
and the Idaho Department of Water Resources. A map depicting the place 
of use is attached hereto to illustrate the place of use described by the 
digital boundary. 
This right is limited to the irrigation of 34,204.61 acres within the boundary of 
the Pioneer Irrigation District. 
OTHER PROVISIONS NECESSARY FOR DEFINITION OR ADMINISTRATION OF THIS WATER RIGHT: 
This partial decree is subject to such general provisions necessary for 
the definition of the rights or for the efficient administration of the water 
rights as may be ultimately determined by the Court at a point in time no 
later than the entry of a final unified decree. Section 42-1412(6), Idaho 
Code. 
EXPLANATORY MATERIAL: BASIS OF CLAIM - Beneficial Use 
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IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES 
RECOMMENDED WATER RIGHTS ACQUIRED UNDER STATE LAW 
12/14/2006 
RIGHT NUMBER: 63-21714 
NAME AND ADDRESS: PIONEER IRRIGATION DISTRICT 
PO BOX 426 
SOURCE: 
QUANTITY: 
PRIORITY DATE: 
POINT OF 
DIVERSION: 
PURPOSE AND 
PERIOD OF USE: 
PLACE OF USE: 
CALDWELL ID 83605 
GROUND WATER 
0.040 CFS 
TRIBUTARY: 
The quantity of water under this right shall not exceed 2,500 gallons per 
day. 
10/03/1963 
T04N R03W S35 SESE Within CANYON County 
PURPOSE OF USE 
DOMESTIC 
DOMESTIC in CANYON County 
T04N R03W S35 SESE 
PERIOD OF USE 
01/01 12/31 
OUANTITY 
0.040 CFS 
OTHER PROVISIONS NECESSARY FOR DEFINITION OR ADMINISTRATION OF THIS WATER RIGHT: 
The quantity of water decreed for this water right is not a determination 
of historical beneficial use. 
This partial decree is subject to such general provisions necessary for 
the definition of the rights or for the efficient administration of the water 
rights as may be ultimately determined by the Court at a point in time no 
later than the entry of a final unified decree. Section 42-1412(6), Idaho 
Code. 
EXPLANATORY MATERIAL: BASIS OF CLAIM - Beneficial Use 
Director's Report Basin 63 Part 3 Page 1839 
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IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES 
RECOMMENDED WATER RIGHTS ACQUIRED UNDER STATE LAW 
12/14/2006 
RIGHT NUMBER: 63-21731 
NAME AND ADDRESS: PIONEER IRRIGATION DISTRICT 
PO BOX 426 
SOURCE: 
QUANTITY: 
PRIORITY DATE: 
POINT OF 
DIVERSION: 
PURPOSE AND 
PERIOD OF USE: 
PLACE OF USE: 
CALDWELL ID 83605 
FIVEMILE CREEK 
64.500 CFS 
06/01/1918 
TRIBUTARY: BOISE RIVER 
T04N R01W S32 NWNE Within ADA County 
PURPOSE OF USE 
IRRIGATION 
PERIOD OF USE 
03/01 11/15 
34204.61 ACRES TOTAL 
OUANTITY 
64.500 CFS 
The boundary encompassing the place of use for this water right is 
described with a digital boundary as defined by I.C. Section 42-202B(2) and 
authorized pursuant to I.C. Section 42-1411(2) (h). The data comprising the 
digital boundary are incorporated herein by reference and are stored on a 
CD-ROM disk issued in duplicate originals on file with the SREA District Court 
and the Idaho Department of Water Resources. A map depicting the place 
of use is attached hereto to illustrate the place of use described by the 
digital boundary. 
This right is limited to the irrigation of 34,204.61 acres within the boundary of 
the Pioneer Irrigation District. 
OTHER PROVISIONS NECESSARY FOR DEFINITION OR ADMINISTRATION OF THIS WATER RIGHT: 
This partial decree is subject to such general provisions necessary for 
the definition of the rights or for the efficient administration of the water 
rights as may be ultimately determined by the Court at a point in time no 
later than the entry of a final unified decree. Section 42-1412(6), Idaho 
Code. 
EXPLANATORY MATERIAL: BASIS OF CLAIM - Beneficial Use 
Director's Report Basin 63 Part 3 Page 1841 
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IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES 
RECOMMENDED WATER RIGHTS ACQUIRED UNDER STATE LAW 
12/14/2006 
RIGHT NUMBER: 63-21739 
NAME AND ADDRESS: PIONEER IRRIGATION DISTRICT 
PO BOX 426 
SOURCE: 
QUANTITY: 
PRIORITY DATE: 
POINT OF 
DIVERSION: 
PURPOSE AND 
PERIOD OF USE: 
PLACE OF USE: 
CALDWELL ID 83605 
ELIJAH DRAIN 
9.640 CFS 
05/01/1957 
TRIBUTARY: BOISE RIVER 
T03N R02W S28 NENW Within ADA County 
PURPOSE OF USE 
IRRIGATION 
PERIOD OF USE 
03/01 11/15 
34204.61 ACRES TOTAL 
QUANTITY 
9.640 CFS 
The boundary encompassing the place of use for this water right is 
described with a digital boundary as defined by I.C. Section 42-202B(2} and 
authorized pursuant to I.C. Section 42-1411(2} (h). The data comprising the 
digital boundary are incorporated herein by reference and are stored on a 
CD-ROM disk issued in duplicate originals on file with the SRBA District Court 
and the Idaho Department of Water Resources. A map depicting the place 
of use is attached hereto to illustrate the place of use described by the 
digital boundary. 
This right is limited to the irrigation of 34,204.61 acres within the boundary of 
the Pioneer Irrigation District. 
OTHER PROVISIONS NECESSARY FOR DEFINITION OR ADMINISTRATION OF THIS WATER RIGHT: 
This partial decree is sUbject to such general provisions necessary for 
the definition of the rights Or for the efficient administration of the water 
rights as may be ultimately determined by the Court at a point in time no 
later than the entry of a final unified decree. Section 42-1412(6}, Idaho 
Code. 
This right remains subject to the right of the original appropriator, in good 
faith and in compliance with state laws governing changes in use and/or 
expansion of water rights, to cease wasting water, to change the place 
or manner of wasting it, or to recapture it. 
EXPLANATORY MATERIAL: BASIS OF CLAIM - Beneficial Use 
Director's Report Basin 63 Part 3 Page 1842 
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IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES 
RECOMMENDED WATER RIGHTS ACQUIRED UNDER STATE LAW 
12/14/2006 
RIGHT NUMBER: 63-32496 
NAME AND ADDRESS: PIONEER IRRIGATION DISTRICT 
PO BOX 426 
SOURCE: 
QUANTITY: 
PRIORITY DATE: 
POINT OF 
DIVERSION: 
PURPOSE AND 
PERIOD OF USE: 
PLACE OF USE: 
CALDWELL ID 83605 
GROUND WATER 
0.440 CFS 
117.00 AFY 
02/11/1977 
TRIBUTARY: 
T03N R03W S3 SWNWSW Within CANYON County 
PURPOSE OF USE 
IRRIGATION 
PERIOD OF USE 
03/15 11/15 
QUANTITY 
0.440 CFS 
117.00 AFY 
The use of water for irrigation under this right may begin as early as March 
1, provided other elements of the right are not exceeded. The use of water 
before March 15 under this remark is subordinate to all water rights having 
no subordinated early or late irrigation use and a priority date earlier than the 
date a partial decree is entered for this right. 
IRRIGATION in CANYON County 
T03N R03W S04 NESE 16.00 T03N R03W S04 NWSE 10.00 
26 ACRES TOTAL 
OTHER PROVISIONS NECESSARY FOR DEFINITION OR ADMINISTRATION OF THIS WATER RIGHT: 
This partial decree is subject to such general provisions necessary for 
the definition of the rights or for the efficient administration of the water 
rights as may be ultimately determined by the Court at a point in time no 
later than the entry of a final unified decree. Section 42-1412(6), Idaho 
Code. 
EXPLANATORY MATERIAL: BASIS OF CLAIM - License 
The right holder shall either install a measuring device or provide a certified 
measurement by a professional engineer or install an access port or other 
device as specified by the Department. 
Director's Report Basin 63 Part 3 Page 2542 
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IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES 
RECOMMENDED WATER RIGHTS ACQUIRED UNDER STATE LAW 
12/14/2006 
RIGHT NUMBER: 63-32514 
NAME AND ADDRESS: PIONEER IRRIGATION DISTRICT 
PO BOX 426 
SOURCE: 
QUANTITY: 
PRIORITY DATE: 
POINT OF 
DIVERSION: 
PURPOSE AND 
PERIOD OF USE: 
PLACE OF USE: 
CALDWELL ID 83605 
FIVE MILE CREEK 
35.000 CFS 
05/01/1935 
TRIBUTARY: BOISE RIVER 
T04N R02W S27 SESE Within ADA County 
PURPOSE OF USE 
IRRIGATION 
PERIOD OF USE 
03/01 11/15 
34204.61 ACRES TOTAL 
QUANTITY 
35.000 CFS 
The boundary encompassing the place of use for this water right is 
described with a digital boundary as defined by I.C. Section 42-202B(2) and 
authorized pursuant to I.C. section 42-1411(2) (h). The data comprising the 
digital boundary are incorporated herein by reference and are stored on a 
CD-ROM disk issued in duplicate originals on file with the SRBA District Court 
and the Idaho Department of Water Resources. A map depicting the place 
of use is attached hereto to illustrate the place of use described by the 
digital boundary. 
This right is limited to the irrigation of 34,204.61 acres within the boundary of 
the Pioneer Irrigation District. 
OTHER PROVISIONS NECESSARY FOR DEFINITION OR ADMINISTRATION OF THIS WATER RIGHT: 
This partial decree is subject to such general provisions necessary for 
the definition of the rights or for the efficient administration of the water 
rights as may be ultimately determined by the Court at a point in time no 
later than the entry of a final unified decree. Section 42-1412(6), Idaho 
Code. 
EXPLANATORY MATERIAL: BASIS OF CLAIM - Beneficial Use 
Director's Report Basin 63 Part 3 Page 2558 
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IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES 
RECOMMENDED WATER RIGHTS ACQUIRED UNDER STATE LAW 
12/14/2006 
RIGHT NUMBER: 63-32515 
NAME AND ADDRESS: PIONEER IRRIGATION DISTRICT 
PO BOX 426 
SOURCE: 
QUANTITY: 
PRIORITY DATE: 
POINT OF 
DIVERSION: 
PURPOSE AND 
PERIOD OF USE: 
PLACE OF USE: 
CALDWELL ID 83605 
MASON CREEK 
53.000 CFS 
TRIBUTARY: BOISE RIVER 
This claim is for the amount of water diverted from and after September 8, 
1916 above the licensed amount (43.0 cfs) under water right 63-2276 
05/01/1935 
T04N R02W S33 SESE Within ADA County 
PURPOSE OF USE 
IRRIGATION 
PERIOD OF USE 
03/01 11/15 
34204.61 ACRES TOTAL 
QUANTITY 
53.000 CFS 
The boundary encompassing the place of use for this water right is 
described with a digital boundary as defined by I.C. Section 42-202B(2) and 
authorized pursuant to I.C. Section 42-1411(2) (h). The data comprising the 
digital boundary are incorporated herein by reference and are stored on a 
CD-ROM disk issued in duplicate originals on file with the SRBA District Court 
and the Idaho Department of Water Resources. A map depicting the place 
of use is attached hereto to illustrate the place of use described by the 
digital boundary. 
This right is limited to the irrigation of 34,204.61 acres within the boundary of 
the Pioneer Irrigation District. 
OTHER PROVISIONS NECESSARY FOR DEFINITION OR ADMINISTRATION OF THIS WATER RIGHT: 
This partial decree is subject to such general provisions necessary for 
the definition of the rights or for the efficient administration of the water 
rights as may be ultimately determined by the Court at a point in time no 
later than the entry of a final unified decree. Section 42-1412(6), Idaho 
Code. 
EXPLANATORY MATERIAL: BASIS OF CLAIM - Beneficial Use 
Director's Report Basin 63 Part 3 Page 2559 
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I. 
INTRODUCTION 
Repeating similar arguments from previous briefing, the City argues that Pioneer 
has no evidence of its "ownership" of its irrigation and drainage facilities. Essentially, what the 
City is attempting to do is to divest Pioneer of standing to assert its rights under Idaho Code 
Sections 42-1102 and 42-1209-statutes that the Idaho Legislature has enacted and revised 
precisely for the benefit of water distribution entities like Pioneer. As this brief will 
demonstrate, this Court should not only deny the City's request for a holding that Pioneer has 
"no proof of ownership for any of its claimed facilities, the Court should hold that Pioneer owns 
statutory rights-of-way to its integrated irrigation delivery and drainage system pursuant to Idaho 
Code Section 42-1102. 
In any event, the Court should deny the City's request for a "ruling foreclosing 
PIn from identifying additional facilities for which it claims ownership that it has not previously 
identified in this litigation." As this brief will explain, this extreme and yet unsupported request 
is nothing more than an attempt by the City to control the damage from its woefully late 
disclosure of critical storm water outfall maps and should therefore be rejected. 
The City also seeks a ruling from this Court that "PID's concerns regarding CWA 
liability do not constitute a material or unreasonable interference and are not valid bases for 
PID's trespass and nuisance claims." As this briefwill explain, the City'S arguments on this 
issue ignore the plain language of the Clean Water Act itself and are based upon 
misunderstandings of related case law. Fundamentally, potential exposure to CW A liability is 
relevant not only to Pioneer's nuisance claim, but also to Pioneer's claim for removal under 
Section 42-1209, and whether Pioneer's policy of not allowing new municipal storm water 
PIONEER IRRIGATION DISTRICT'S RESPONSE TO CITY 
OF CALDWELL'S THIRD MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT - 1 Client:1380543.1 
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discharges into its facilities is arbitrary and capricious. Accordingly, there is no basis for a ruling 
foreclosing consideration of Pioneer's potential exposure to CW A liability. 
II. 
LEGAL DISCUSSION 
A. The City Mischaracterizes Pioneer's Burdens At This Stage Of The 
Litigation 
According to the City, "PID has never established that it actually owns all of the 
drains, canals, laterals, and other facilities over which it claims ownership in this case." (City's 
Mem. in Supp., p. 6.) At the outset of this brief, it may be helpful to remind the Court that this is 
the City's motion for summary judgment-not Pioneer's. There is no requirement for Pioneer to 
have already conclusively "established" anything. As the Court well knows, "[a]ll disputed facts 
are to be construed liberally in favor of the non-moving party, and all reasonable inferences that 
can be drawn from the record are to be drawn in favor of the non-moving party." Shoup v. 
Union Sec. Life Ins. Co., 142 Idaho 152, 154, 124 P.3d 1028, 1030 (2005) (citations omitted). 
However, as this brief will also demonstrate, this Court should now hold that Pioneer owns 
rights-of-way to the entirety of Pioneer's integrated irrigation delivery and drainage system that 
consists of open, visible conveyances or, at the very least, to the A Drain, B Drain, and 
500 Lateral. 
B. The City's Discussion of the Legal Framework that Governs Pioneer's Rights 
in its Facilities Is Incorrect for a Variety of Reasons 
As it has in prior briefs, the City continues to attempt to prevent Pioneer from 
asserting its rights under Idaho Code Sections 42-1102 and 42-1209-statutes that were 
specifically enacted for the benefit of "water delivery organizations" and "irrigation districts." 
The latest form of this argument is that Pioneer has not proven that it "owns" its facilities. The 
PIONEER IRRIGATION DISTRICT'S RESPONSE TO CITY 
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remainder ofthis brief conclusively establishes Pioneer's interests in its irrigation delivery and 
drainage facilities. 
As an initial matter, it is helpful to note that this persistent and yet groundless 
attack upon Pioneer's interests in its facilities appears to be a litigation strategy of City's 
attorneys, rather than the actual position of the City itself. During the deposition of Caldwell 
Mayor Garret Nancolas, counsel for Pioneer specifically asked the Mayor ifthere is "[a]ny 
particular reason why you would question Pioneer's ownership of the facilities." The Mayor's 
unequivocal answer was, "No." (Waldera Aff., , 2, Ex. A (Nancolas Dep., 22:24-23:1.) 
This conclusion is further supported by positions the City has taken in agreements 
it has executed with Pioneer. For example, in the "Agreement of Cooperation for the 
Construction and/or Maintenance of Canal Crossings," executed between the City and Pioneer in 
April 2004, the City agreed as follows: 
[Pioneer] Irrigation District owns, maintains, operates and has 
exclusive jurisdiction I of various Canals and Canal Appurtenances 
for the delivery and removal of irrigation water to the lands within 
its boundaries, several or more of which lies [sic] within the 
boundaries or [sic] the City .... 
(Lawrence Aff., ,2, Ex. A, Bates No. PID044353 (emphasis added).) 
Notably, the term "Canals" was specifically defined in that agreement to include 
"all ditches, canals, drains, and/or laterals." (Lawrence Aff., ,2, Ex. A, Bates No. PID044352.) 
These contractual representations regarding the nature of Pioneer's interests in its facilities, 
which are anathema to the positions City is taking in this litigation, certainly suggest that City's 
persistent argument that Pioneer lacks sufficient property interests in its facilities is simply a 
I The City's agreement that Pioneer has "exclusive jurisdiction" of its facilities is notable, 
in light of the City's position in this litigation that Pioneer cannot maintain a trespass claim 
because it lacks the right of exclusive possession of its facilities. 
PIONEER IRRIGATION DISTRICT'S RESPONSE TO CITY 
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litigation tactic-not the City's actual belief. They certainly raise the possibility that the City 
should be estopped from challenging Pioneer's interests in its facilities, as there are many other 
agreements in which the City explicitly or impliedly acknowledged and confirmed Pioneer's 
interests in its facilities. 
1. Pioneer Need Not Prove Fee Simple "Ownership" Of Its Facilities 
The City's Memorandum in Support implies that Pioneer must prove fee simple 
ownership of its facilities in order to maintain its claims for reliefin this action. (City's Mem. in 
Supp., pp. 3, 7.) If this is indeed the City's position, it is incorrect. 
In order to maintain its nuisance claim, Pioneer must establish that there is 
interference with its ''use'' ofits facilities. IDAHO CODE §§ 52-101,52-111. There is no 
requirement for Pioneer to prove fee simple ownership. 
In order to maintain its trespass claim, Pioneer need only establish that it is 
entitled to the right of exclusive possession of its facilities. See, e.g., Luce v. Marble, 142 Idaho 
264,274, 127 PJd 167, 177 (2005). This issue has already been thoroughly briefed before this 
Court in the context ofthe City's Second Motion for Summary Judgment. (See Pioneer's Resp. 
Br. in Opp. of 09115/09, pp. 24-30.) Again, there is no requirement to prove fee simple 
ownership. 
Finally, in order to maintain its claim for removal under Section 42-1209, Pioneer 
must simply demonstrate that it holds "easements or rights-of-way." IDAHO CODE § 42-1209. 
As the remainder of this brief explains, Pioneer certainly holds "easements or rights-of-way" and 
therefore has standing to assert its rights under that statute. 
2. Section 42-1102 Provides Pioneer With Statutory Rights of Way 
According to the City, there are only three ways that Pioneer may obtain a 
property interest in its facilities: through eminent domain, through an express conveyance, or 
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through prescription. (City's Mem. in Supp., p. 7.) Unfortunately, the City omits perhaps the 
most important mechanism providing water distribution entities in Idaho with property interests 
in their facilities: Idaho Code Section 42-1102. Unbelievably, the City does not appear to even 
cite to or reference Section 42-1102 at any point in its Memorandum in Support, rendering its 
presentation of this issue to the Court woefully incomplete. 
While Pioneer agrees with the City that eminent domain, express agreement, and 
prescriptive easement are all potential mechanisms for obtaining an easement or right-of-way, a 
statutory right-of-way pursuant to Section 42-1102 is a fourth option in the context of irrigation. 
The plain text of that statute delineates the circumstances under which the right-of-way is 
created, and the scope of the interest. 
Section 42-1102 is a lengthy statute that has already been discussed extensively in 
this litigation. Therefore, Pioneer does not feel it is necessary to reproduce that statute in its 
entirety here. However, there are three particular references in that statue which, taken together, 
establish that Section 42-1102 provides Pioneer with statutory rights-of-way to its facilities. 
First, Section 42-1102 begins: 
When any such owners or claimants to land have not sufficient 
length of frontage on a stream to afford the requisite fall for a 
ditch, canal or other conduit on their own premises for the proper 
irrigation thereof, or where the land proposed to be irrigated is 
back from the banks of such stream, and convenient facilities 
otherwise for the watering of said lands cannot be had, such 
owners or claimants are entitled to a right-of-way through the 
lands of others, for the purposes of irrigation .... 
IDAHO CODE § 42-11 02 (emphasis added). 2 
2 As Pioneer has explained in previous briefing, this statute applies to Pioneer because 
Pioneer is charged with a trust relationship on behalf of the "owners or claimants of land" within 
its boundaries to whom it delivers water for irrigation. (Pioneer's Reply Mem. in Supp. 
of 09/03/09, pp. 10-12.) This is confirmed by the fact that the Idaho Legislature itself has 
acknowledged that Section 42-1102 applies to ''water delivery organizations." S.L. 1996, 
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In addition to its statement that Pioneer is "entitled to a right-of-way," 
Section 42-1102 goes on to provide: 
.... The existence of a visible ditch, canal or conduit shall constitute 
notice to the owner, or any subsequent purchaser, of the 
underlying servient estate, that the owner ofthe ditch, canal or 
conduit has the right-of-way and incidental rights confirmed or 
granted by this section. 
Rights-of-way provided by this section are essential for the 
operations of the ditches, canals and conduits .... 
IDAHO CODE § 42-1102 (emphasis added). 
In other words, the plain language of Section 42-1102 states that Pioneer is 
"entitled" to a right-of-way, that rights-of-way are "granted" by Section 42-1102, and that rights-
of-way are "provided" by Section 42-1102. This is the language of creating interests. Section 
42-1102, by itself, "entitles" Pioneer to a right-of-way, "grant[s]" a right of way to Pioneer, and 
"provide[s]" Pioneer with a right-of-way. Any conclusion to the contrary is fundamentally in 
conflict with the plain language of the statute and the historical intent of the Idaho Legislature to 
promote the development ofIdaho's agricultural economy, which would be non-existent without 
entities like Pioneer and the delivery and drainage facilities that they operate and maintain. As 
the Idaho Supreme Court has recognized, "Idaho's extensive agricultural economy would not 
exist but for the vast systems of irrigation canals and ditches which artificially deliver stored or 
naturally flowing water from Idaho's rivers and streams into abundant fields of growing 
crops .... This Court has long been cognizant of the crucial role which artificial water systems 
ch. 187. As Pioneer has also explained in previous briefing, Section 42-1102 applies to 
Pioneer's drainage facilities because the Idaho Supreme Court has specifically held that drainage 
is inextricably intertwined with an irrigation district's responsibilities to deliver irrigation water. 
(Pioneer's Reply Mem. of 09/03/09, pp. 14-15.) 
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serve in this state." Kunz v. Utah Power & Light Co., 117 Idaho 901, 904, 792 P.2d 926, 929 
(1990) (citations omitted). 
To put a finer point on this analysis, it is helpful to note that the Idaho Legislature 
added the following language to Section 42-1102 in 1996: 
This section shall apply to ditches, canals or other conduits 
existing on the effective date of this act, as well as to ditches, 
canals or other conduits constructed after such effective date. 
S.L. 1996, ch. 187, § 1 (emphasis added). 
This, together with the previously quoted provision stating that the existence of a 
visible irrigation conveyance constitutes notice to servient owners and subsequent purchasers 
(which was also added to Section 42-1102 in 1996, id.), demonstrates that the Idaho Legislature 
in 1996 was clarifying the nature and scope of the property interests in existing irrigation 
conveyance systems. The practical purpose of this legislative clarification is obvious. As t~e 
City correctly notes, the burden to establish an easement by prescription is high, as Pioneer has 
comprehensively explained in its second motion for summary judgment. (Pioneer's Mem. in 
Supp. of 09/01/09, pp. 11-12.) As is the case with most other water delivery organizations in 
Idaho, most of Pioneer's facilities were constructed in the late 1800s and early 1900s. (See 
generally Pioneer's Expert Witness Disclosure of 07/10/09, Ex. I (Stevens Report).)3 It would 
be nearly impossible for Pioneer and other ~ater delivery organizations, in attempting to enforce 
their legal rights today and into the future, to prove that their facilities were constructed 
adversely and under a claim of right at the time of construction-which is, after all, one of the 
3 Copies of particular documents relevant to this response brief and cited in the Stevens 
Report are attached as exhibits to the Affidavit of Jennifer Stevens, Ph.D., filed 
contemporaneously herewith. 
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elements of a prescriptive easement. See, e.g., Baxter v. Craney, 135 Idaho 166, 173, 16 P .3d 
263, 270 (2000). 
First, there is the practical problem of coming up with such subjective evidence 
from so long ago for hundreds of miles of facilities. Second, there is the legal problem of 
proving the adverse nature of the facilities, when the history shows that most landowners wanted 
the facilities, because they desired access to irrigation water and wanted their waterlogged lands 
to be drained so that crops could grow again. The Idaho Supreme Court has gone so far as to say 
that "[a] prescriptive right cannot be obtained if the use of the servient estate is by permission of 
the landowner." See, e.g., Beckstead v. Price, 146 Idaho 57, 62, 190 P.3d 876,881 (2008). 
Under these circumstances, it would be extremely difficult for watery delivery organizations 
such as Pioneer to affirmatively prove the existence of prescriptive easements. The purpose of 
the Idaho Legislature's amendment of Section 42-1102 in 1996 was to ameliorate that burden by 
confirming that such entities have rights-of-way to their existing systems. And, this issue was of 
such concern to the Legislature that it declared an "emergency" so that the 1996 legislation 
amending 42-1102 would become effective immediately. S.L. 1996, ch. 187, § 3. 
In previous briefs, the City has argued that Pioneer does not have standing to 
assert rights under Section 42-1102, because Pioneer is not an "owner[] or claimant[]" of 
irrigated land. (City's Resp. of 08/11/09, pp. 5-6.) As Pioneer has explained, this argument 
fails, because, according to the Idaho Supreme Court and the Idaho Legislature, Pioneer owns 
and operates its facilities as a trustee for its patrons, who are the "owners or claimaints" of 
irrigated land. (Pioneer's Reply of 09103/09, pp. 10-12.) As Pioneer has also noted, when the 
Idaho Legislature amended 42-1102 in 1996, it specifically stated in the preamble that it was 
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applicable to "water delivery organizations." S.L. 1996, ch. 187. This is consistent with the 
Statement of Purpose for that bill, which states: 
This proposed legislation would clarify what the right-of-way 
includes for an irrigation entity in maintaining and upkeep of an 
irrigation canal, ditch or conduit. It would also define that a visible 
ditch, canal or conduit shall constitute notice to the owner that a 
right-of-way exists. 
(Lawrence Aff., ~ 3, Ex. B (emphasis added).) 
Based upon the City's previous hyper-technical arguments regarding Section 
42-1102, it is foreseeable that City will now argue that Pioneer has not "proven" that Pioneer's 
patrons do not have "sufficient length of frontage on a stream" or that "the land proposed to be 
irrigated is back from the banks of such stream," under the language of Section 42-1102. When 
the Idaho Legislature clarified that Section 42-1102 applies to "water delivery organizations," 
and made Section 42-1102 applicable to existing water conveyance facilities, it relieved such 
organizations from the need to specifically prove those elements of Section 42-1102. Pioneer's 
integrated irrigation delivery and drainage system was constructed over approximately four 
decades, at substantial effort and expense. (See generally Pioneer's Expert Witness Disclosure 
of 07/10109, Ex. I (Stevens Report).) As a matter of common sense, it is reasonable to conclude 
that landowners would not go to this effort and expense if they already had access to water. Any 
and all foundational requirements for Pioneer to avail itself of Section 42-1102 have been 
satisfied. 
3. Eminent Domain Proceedings Are Not Required If A Servient 
Landowner Acquiesced To The Construction Of An Irrigation 
Delivery Or Drainage Conveyance 
Again, the City argues that there are only three ways that Pioneer can obtain its 
real property interests in its facilities: through eminent domain, through express conveyance, and 
through prescription. (City's Mem. in Supp., p. 7.) As Pioneer has explained, the City's 
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treatment of this issue is woefully incomplete without a discussion of Section 42-1102. 
Presumably, what the City intends to argue is that eminent domain proceedings are required 
under Section 42-1106 prior to obtaining a right-of-way under Section 42-1102. If that is indeed 
what City intends to argue, that conclusion is not supported by the plain language of those 
statutes. 
Section 42-1106 provides in its entirety: 
In case of the refusal of the owners or claimants of any lands, 
through which any ditch, canal or conduit is proposed to be made 
or constructed, to allow passage thereof, the person or persons 
desiring the right of way may proceed as in the law of eminent 
domain. 
IDAHO CODE § 42-11 06 (emphasis added). 
Based upon the plain text of this statute, "refusal" of the servient landowners is a 
necessary precondition to an eminent domain action under Section 42-1106. In other words, 
Pioneer would not even have authority to proceed with an eminent domain action unless and 
until the servient landowner had "refus[ ed]" the construction of the proposed facility. If a 
landowner affirmatively agrees to the construction of an irrigation facility, or passively 
acquiesces to the construction of an irrigation facility, then Section 42-1106 does not apply. 
This conclusion is supported by Idaho's eminent domain statutes, which require 
the condemnor to demonstrate an inability to come to agreement with the landowner. IDAHO 
CODE § 7-707(7). In other words, Pioneer would have lacked standing to even initiate an 
eminent domain proceeding without the specific "refusal" of the landowner. 
This conclusion is further supported by the following statement by the Idaho 
Supreme Court in White v. Marty: 
Chapter 11 of Title 42, Idaho Code, deals with ditch rights of way 
for the irrigation ofland. I.C. § 42-1102 gives to landowners a 
right to an easement or right of way across the lands of others to 
PIONEER IRRIGATION DISTRICT'S RESPONSE TO CITY 
OF CALDWELL'S THIRD MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT - 10 
2238 
Client: 1380543. 1 
supply irrigation water. If the landowner of an adjacent parcel 
refuses to allow such access for irrigation water, the owner of land 
may condemn a right-of-way under the law of eminent domain. 
I.C. § 42-1106. 
97 Idaho 85, 86, 540 P.2d 270, 271 (1975) (emphasis added). 
The Idaho Supreme Court has certainly never held otherwise. While the Court 
has acknowledged that condemnation is an option for obtaining a right of way under 42-1102, it 
has never stated that it is a necessary prerequisite. See Canyon View 1rr. Co. v. Twin Falls Canal 
Co., 101 Idaho 604, 607, 619 P.2d 122, 125 (1980); Branson v. Miracle, 107 Idaho 221, 228,687 
P.2d 1348, 1355 (1984). In Canyon View, the Court stated that, "[t]o condemn such a right of 
way [under Section 42-1106], the water right owners must proceed under Idaho's law of eminent 
domain, found in I.C. §§ 7-701 et seq." 101 Idaho at 607,619 P.2d at 125 (emphasis added). 
Here, the Court was stating that, assuming condemnation under Section 42-1106 is initiated 
because of the "refusal" of the servient landowner, the procedure for such condemnation action 
is governed by the eminent domain statutes in Title 7, Chapter 7 ofthe Idaho Code. The Court 
was not stating that condemnation is the only mechanism for obtaining a right of way under 
Section 42-1102. 
This conclusion is further supported by the structure and sequence of 
Sections 42-1102 and 42-1106. First, there is the obvious point that neither statute actually states 
that an eminent domain proceeding is required in order to obtain a right-of-way under 
Section 42-1102. Section 42-1102 does not even contain a citation or reference to 
Section 42-1106. 
In addition, it is notable that Section 42-1102 comes before Section 42-1106. If 
eminent domain were indeed a necessary precondition to obtaining a right-of-way under 
Section 42-1102, then one would logically expect it to precede Section 42-1102. Obviously, this 
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is not the case. The intent of the Legislature is even more explicit on this issue when one 
reviews the statutes in their original form. During the 1881 Territorial Session, the Territorial 
Legislature enacted the predecessors to both of these statutes. Terr. Sess. 1881, pp. 269-270.4 
Section 11 ofthat enactment was the predecessor to Section 42-1102 and provided irrigators with 
"a right-of-way through the lands of others, for the purposes of irrigation." Id., p. 269. 
Section 12-the very next section of that enactment-stated that, "[i]n case of the refusal" of 
the servient landowner, the irrigator could then initiate eminent domain proceedings before the 
board of county commissioners. Id., pp. 269-270. This is further support for the conclusion that 
eminent domain proceedings are only required to obtain a right-of-way under Section 42-1102 
after the specific "refusal" by the servient landowner to the construction of the proposed 
conveyance. 
The conclusion that Pioneer is not required to have initiated eminent domain 
proceedings to obtain a statutory right-of-way under Section 42-1102 is further supported by 
history, common sense, and judicial economy. It is well-known that in the late 1800s and early 
1900s, landowners throughout southern Idaho wanted access to water through canals and lateral 
ditches for irrigation purposes. It is also well-documented that landowners within Pioneer's 
current service area wanted access to drains because a high water table was killing crops over a 
substantial area in the areas surrounding Nampa and Caldwell. (Pioneer's Expert Witness 
Disclosure of 0711 0/09, Ex. I (Stevens Report), pp. 19-52; Petrich Aff., ,-r 2). In fact, landowners 
within Pioneer actually petitioned the Pioneer board to construct a drainage system as early as 
1910. (Pioneer's Expert Witness Disclosure of 0711 0/09, Ex. I (Stevens Report), p. 21.) In 1913 
and 1915, Pioneer entered into contracts with the federal government for the construction of a 
4 For the convenience ofthe Court, a copy of relevant portions of the referenced 
Territorial Act is attached as Exhibit C to the Lawrence Affidavit. 
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drainage system within the district. (Pioneer's Expert Witness Disclosure of 0711 0109, Ex. I 
(Stevens Report), pp. 31-44.) Additional drains were constructed by Pioneer in the 1930s. 
(Pioneer's Expert Witness Disclosure of 07/10109, Ex. I (Stevens Report), pp. 57..:62.) 
Under these circumstances, why should an eminent domain proceeding be 
required? Why should the time and resources of Pioneer, landowners, and the judicial system be 
wasted in eminent domain proceedings, when there were no disputes, i.e., no "refusal" (to quote 
Section 42-1106) ofthe construction of the water conveyances? Regardless of whether Pioneer 
was forced to initiate eminent domain proceedings or not, it has rights-of-way for its facilities 
pursuant to Section 42-1102. 
C. Pioneer Does Have Evidence Of Its Interests In The Facilities That Are 
Relevant To This Action 
1. There Is No Basis For The City's Assertion That Pioneer Must Prove 
Its Interests In All Of Its Facilities; Only The Facilities With Outfalls 
Identified For Removal Are Relevant 
Before proceeding with a discussion of the evidence demonstrating Pioneer's real 
property interests in its facilities, it is important to clarify a fundamental issue raised by the City. 
According to the City, Pioneer must "establish[] that it actually owns all of the drains, canals, 
laterals, and other facilities over which it claims ownership in this case." (City's Mem. in Supp., 
p.6.) This briefhas already explained why Pioneer need not prove fee simple "ownership" of 
any facility. In addition, the City's apparent assertion that Pioneer must prove its ownership in 
"all" of its facilities is patently absurd, if that is indeed what the City argues. 
As this Court is well aware, thus far, five individual outfalls have been identified 
for potential removal in this litigation. These five outfalls are located in three partiCUlar Pioneer 
facilities: the A Drain, the B Drain, and the 500 Lateral. Therefore, at this stage ofthe litigation, 
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Pioneer need only create an issue of material fact as to its interests in those three particular 
facilities. 
Simply put, there would be absolutely no legal purpose or practical benefit for 
Pioneer to prove its interests in the remainder of its facilities. And, the amount oftime and effort 
that would be required to make this demonstration would be substantial. When considering this 
issue, the Court should keep in mind that Pioneer has a vast system covering approximately 
34,000 acres and consisting of nearly 250 miles of canals, lateral ditches, drains, and feeder 
canals. (Petrich Aff., ~~ 3, 4.) 
Does the Court really want to sit through testimony as to the nature of Pioneer's 
interests in its entire system? Is this a good use of judicial resources, when a much smaller 
subset of those facilities are relevant to the removal of outfalls? Given the City's apparent 
position on this issue, it is highly ironic that, on page 6 of its Memorandum in Support, the City 
quotes the U.S. Supreme Court's opinion in Celotex for the proposition that the purpose of the 
rules of civil procedure are "to secure the just, speedy and inexpensive determination of every 
action." (City's Mem. in Supp., p. 6 (quoting Celotex Corp v. Catrett, 477 U.S. 317, 327 
(1986).) Far from promoting the "speedy and inexpensive determination" of this action, the 
City's position would be incredibly wasteful of the Court's and both parties' time and resources. 
And, as the next section of this brief explains, Pioneer has proven that, at the very least, Pioneer 
has rights-of-way in its facilities that are provided by state statute. 
It is also helpful to keep in mind that millions of acres of productive agricultural 
land in southern Idaho lie within irrigation districts and other water distribution entities. 
Effectively denying such entities the ability to pursue their interests in court based upon such a 
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high and unnecessary evidentiary burden apparently suggested by the City would certainly have 
serious Due Process implications. 
2. Under The Plain Text of Section 42-1102, Pioneer Need Only Prove 
"The Existence Of A Visible Ditch, Canal, Or Conduit" 
This brief has already explained that Section 42-1102 provides Pioneer with a 
right-of-way for its facilities. Section 42-1102 also establishes the evidentiary requirement for 
Pioneer to prove its rights-of-way. According to that statute: 
The existence of a visible ditch, canal or conduit shall constitute 
notice to the owner, or any subsequent purchaser, of the underlying 
servient estate, that the owner of the ditch, canal or conduit has the 
right-of-way and incidental rights confirmed or granted by this 
section . ... 
. . . . This section shall apply to ditches, canals or other conduits 
existing on the effective date of this act, as well as to ditches, 
canals or other conduits constructed after such effective date. 
IDAHO CODE § 42-11 02 (emphasis added). 
In other words, all Section 42-1102 requires is that Pioneer demonstrate that its 
existing facilities are visible in order to prove that it has a right-of-way. There is ample evidence 
that Pioneer's facilities are visible, some of which has already been filed with this Court. 
In particular, when Pioneer identified the five currently at-issue outfalls for 
potential removal in its Written Statement of March 12, 2009, it also filed the Affidavit of 
Steven R. Hannula. Attached to that affidavit are multiple photographs depicting the five 
outfalls and the A Drain, B Drain, and 500 Lateral. Those photographs conclusively establish 
that those three facilities are "visible" conduits and, therefore, that Pioneer has a right-of-way to 
those facilities pursuant to Section 42-1102. At the very least, those photographs are sufficient 
to create a material issue of fact which, of course, is the extent of Pioneer's burden as the party 
opposing summary judgment. 
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In addition, according to Pioneer Assistant Superintendent Mark Zirschky, who 
has worked for Pioneer since 1992 and who is highly knowledgeable about Pioneer's system, the 
vast majority of Pioneer's canals, lateral ditches, and drains-including the A Drain, B Drain, 
and 500 Lateral-are open, visible ditches. (Zirschky Aff., ~ 7.) Pioneer does on occasion 
approve the piping of portions of its facilities at the request of developers; however, such piped 
portions constitute a very small percentage of Pioneer's overall system. (Zirschky Aff., ~ 7.) 
To put an even finer point on this issue, attached as Exhibits D and E to the 
Petrich Affidavit are aerial photographs-one from 1939, the other from 2004-depicting 
Pioneer's service area, with Pioneer's water conveyance facilities highlighted. Here, Dr. Petrich 
and his staff at SPF were able to locate and highlight Pioneer's facilities based upon aerial 
imagery and very general starting point and ending point information provided in the referenced 
"Canals/Ditches in Pioneer Irrigation" document. (Petrich Aff., ~~ 4-7.) This provides further 
support for the conclusion that Pioneer's facilities are "visible" and, accordingly, constitute 
rights-of-way pursuant to Section 42-1102. 
And, at a bare minimum, the deposition transcripts referenced on pages 2-3 of the 
City's Memorandum in Support are sufficient to create an issue of material fact for summary 
judgment purposes. As articulated by the City, Pioneer's 30(b)(6) deponent "testified ... that PID 
owns the A Drain, B Drain, and the 500 Lateral." (City's Mem. in Supp., p. 3.) As previously 
explained, the fact that the deponent "could not identify any instances of fee simple ownership 
by PID" is totally irrelevant. The statutes at issue in this litigation specifically apply to irrigation 
easements and rights-of-way, and do not require an irrigation district to prove fee simple 
ownership in order to avail itself of those statutes. IDAHO CODE § § 42-1102, 42-1209. 
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3. This Court Should Rule That Pioneer Owns Statutory Rights-Of-Way 
To All Visible Portions Of Its Integrated Irrigation Delivery And 
Drainage System Pursuant To Section 42-1102 
According to the Idaho Supreme Court, "[s]ummary judgment may be rendered 
for any party, not just the moving party, and on any or all of the causes of action involved, under 
the rules of civil procedure." Brummett v. Ediger, 106 Idaho 724, 726,682 P .2d 1271, 1273 
(1984) (emphasis added); see also Barlow's, Inc. v. Bannock Cleaning Corp., 103 Idaho 310, 
312,647 P.2d 766, 768 (App. 1982). Based upon the above explanation of Pioneer's system and 
the history, text, and operation of Section 42-1102, Pioneer hereby requests the Court to hold as 
a matter of law that Pioneer owns statutory rights-of-way to the entirety of its integrated 
irrigation delivery and drainage system that consists of visible, open conveyances. 
D. Even If The Court Disagrees With Pioneer's Interpretation Of Section 
42-1102, There Is Evidence That Pioneer Has Express And Prescriptive 
Easements And Rights-Of-Way 
1. Pioneer Has Express Agreements To The Relevant Facilities 
Express easement and right-of-way agreements for the portion of the A Drain 
where the A-15 and A-17 outfalls are located have already been filed with this Court. 
(Affidavits of Dawn C. Fowler and William J. Mason of 09103/09.) A "Right-of-Way 
Agreement" executed in 1936 grants to Pioneer a "perpetual right of way and easement" for a 
"drainage ditch" within the Southeast Quarter ofthe Northwest Quarter of the Southwest 
Quarter, Section 34, Township 4 North, Range Three West. (Lawrence Aff., ~ 5, Ex. D.) As 
reflected in the map that is attached as Exhibit A to the Zirschky Affidavit filed 
contemporaneously herewith, that legal description is where the B Drain is located. 
In addition, Pioneer possesses a number of express easements to portions of the 
500 Lateral, also known as the Canyon Hill Lateral. (Lawrence Aff., ~ 6, Ex. E, Bates No. 
PID016001; ~ 7, Ex. F, Bates No. PID009331.) In fact, in a license agreement executed by the 
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City, Pioneer, and a developer, the parties-including the City-specifically agreed that, 
"Pioneer owns and maintains a system of canals, laterals and drains, including the Canyon Hill 
Lateral, also known as the 500 Lateral.. .. " (Lawrence Aff., ~ 8, Ex. G, Bates No. PID019706 
(emphasis added).) This is consistent with a joint permit application submitted by the City to the 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, the Idaho Department of Water Resources, and the Idaho 
Department of Lands, in which the City states that, "[b ]oth the Canyon Hill Lateral and the 
Horton Lateral are owned and maintained by Pioneer Irrigation District." (Lawrence Aff., ~ 9, 
Ex. H, Bates No. PID005574 (emphasis added).) 
2. There Is Evidence That Pioneer Has Prescriptive Easements To Its 
Facilities 
To establish a prescriptive easement, the claimant must prove use of the subject 
property that is (1) open and notorious; (2) continuous and uninterrupted; (3) adverse and under a 
claim of right; (4) with the actual or imputed knowledge of the owner of the servient tenement; 
(5) for the statutory period of time. See, e.g., Baxter, 135 Idaho at 173; 16 P.3d at 270. As 
previously established by this brief and the Zirschky Affidavit, the vast majority of Pioneer's 
irrigation delivery and drainage system consists of open, visible ditches. Pioneer's system, 
therefore, is "open and notorious." Further, the visible nature of Pioneer's system, as well as 
Section 42-1102 's statement that, "[tJhe existence of a visible ditch, canal or conduit shall 
constitute notice to the owner, or any subsequent purchaser, of the underlying servient estate, 
that the owner of the ditch, canal or conduit has the right-of-way and incidental rights confirmed 
or granted by this section," means that underlying landowners have had "actual or imputed 
knowledge" of Pioneer's facilities. 
In the Snake River Basin Adjudication, the Idaho Department of Water Resources 
recommended no fewer than 23 water rights to Pioneer, with priority dates as early as May 1, 
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1866. (Lawrence Aff., ~ 10, Ex. IY Pursuant to Idaho law, a water right that undergoes a five-
year period of non-use may be forfeited. IDAHO CODE § 42-222(2). According to the Stevens 
Report, Pioneer's Phyllis Canal "reached all the way to Nampa and by June [1890J, water was 
turned on in the upper portion." (Pioneer's Expert Witness Disclosure of 07/1 0/09, Ex. I 
(Stevens Report), p. 7.) Pioneer was formed as an irrigation district under the irrigation district 
laws ofIdaho in early 1900. (Pioneer's Expert Witness Disclosure of 07/10109, Ex. I (Stevens 
Report), p. 12.) And, Boise River watermaster records document diversions into Pioneer's 
Phyllis Canal as early as 1917. (Lawrence Aff., ~ 11, Ex. J.) And, as a matter of simple logic, if 
Pioneer did not divert and deliver water to its patrons year in and year out, its patrons would not 
continue to pay Pioneer's annual assessments. This conclusively establishes that Pioneer has 
been using its irrigation delivery and drainage system in a "continuous and uninterrupted" 
manner "for the statutory period of time" (regardless of whether it is 5 years or 20 years). 
According to the Idaho Supreme Court, "[0 ]nce the claimant presents proof of 
open, notorious, continuous, uninterrupted use of the claimed right for the prescriptive period, 
even without evidence of how the use began, he raises the presumption that the use was adverse 
and under a claim of right. .. , The burden then shifts to the owner of the servient tenement to 
show that the claimant's use was permissive, or by virtue of a license, contract, or agreement." 
Beckstead, 146 Idaho at 62, 190 P.3d at 881 (citations omitted). Because Pioneer has adduced 
evidence as to the other four elements of prescriptive easement, Pioneer need not adduce 
evidence as to whether its claims to its system is "adverse and under a claim of right." The City 
now has the burden to show that Pioneer's use of its system has been permissible, or by virtue of 
a license, contract or agreement. 
5 By noting these water right recommendations, Pioneer is not representing that such 
recommendations constitute the final adjudicated terms of those rights. 
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E. Regardless Of The Resolution Of The Above Issues, There Is No Basis To 
Foreclose Pioneer From Identifying Additional Facilities 
In its motion, the "City seeks a ruling foreclosing PID from identifying any 
additional facilities for which it claims ownership that it has not previously identified in this 
litigation." (City's Motion, p. 2.) The only explanation for this radical, Draconian request is a 
one-sentence footnote that essentially tracks the language of the Motion. (City's Mem. in Supp., 
p. 10, n. 1.) The City provides no legal, practical, or logical explanation for its request. 
As Pioneer has previously explained, the City only recently disclosed a critical 
book of maps of storm water outfalls within the City of Caldwell. (Affidavit of Andrew 1. 
Waldera of 09/03/09.) As counsel represented at the September 29,2009 hearing, Pioneer is 
currently in the process of reviewing that new, substantial information. This topic will be the 
subject of a forthcoming motion by Pioneer. 
Really, the City's request for an order "foreclosing" Pioneer from later claiming 
rights to facilities that have not already been "identified" in this litigation is an attempt to control 
the damage from its woefully late disclosure of the critical storm water outfall maps. Given that 
it was the City-not Pioneer-that failed to timely disclose that information, it would be wholly 
inappropriate to grant the City's request. 
And, Pioneer has already "identified" its conveyance facilities in this litigation 
anyway. This is conclusively established by Pioneer's response to a discovery request on that 
issue in a document entitled "CanalslDitches in Pioneer Irrigation," which is attached as 
Exhibit B to the Affidavit of Counsel that was filed in support of the City's motion. That 
document was originally provided to City on May 13,2008, in conjunction with Pioneer's 
responses to the City's first set of discovery requests. (Waldera Aff., ~ 3, Ex. B.) Therefore, 
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based upon the plain text of the City's request, that request fails because Pioneer "identified" its 
facilities for the City approximately 17 months ago. 
F. City's Requested Holdings Regarding Clean Water Act Liability Are 
Misplaced And Ignore The Plain Language Of The Act 
1. Pioneer Does Not Seek Any Judicial Relief Under The Clean Water 
Act 
City attempts to avail itself of the mootness doctrine in order to nullify Pioneer's 
"CWA-Based Claims." See, Mem. in Supp., p. 11. Simply stated, Pioneer's Second Amended 
Complaint does not assert any "CWA-based claims" or causes of action. Consequently, City's 
mootness arguments are misplaced, irrelevant, and inapplicable. 
The mootness doctrine weighs the ripeness of an "actual or justiciable 
controversy." See, e.g., State v. Hoyle, 140 Idaho 679, 682 (2004), quoting ISEEO v. Idaho State 
Rd. of Educ., 128 Idaho 276 (1996). Justiciable issues are controversies that are real and 
substantial, and that "can be concluded through the grant of relief by a court." Id. Therefore, 
claims are moot when they "present[] no justiciable controversy and a judicial determination will 
have no practical effect on the outcome." Id. 
Pioneer's factual allegations that the federal Clean Water Act ("CWA") exists and 
states what it does at Sections 402; 402(P); and 402(1) are not subject to the mootness doctrine. 
See, Pioneer's Second Amended Complaint for Declaratory and Injunctive Relief ("Complaint") 
at ft 33-36. The allegations in and of themselves do not present a ''justiciable controversy" for 
purposes of weighing the mootness doctrine because Pioneer does not assert any CWA-based 
claims or causes of action (matters for which Pioneer seeks conclusion through an affirmative 
grant of relief from the Court). Instead, Pioneer's Complaint contains the following "Counts" 
upon which it seeks specific, affirmative judicial relief: (1) Declaration of Plaintiffs Rights 
(under Idaho Code Sections 42-1102, -1209, and related state statutes); (2) Nuisance-Public 
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and Private; (3) Trespass; (4) Preliminary and Permanent Injunction; and (5) Attorney Fees and 
Costs. Complaint at ~~ 38-57; see also, Section IX, Pioneer's Prayer for Relief. None of the 
above-referenced "Counts," nor Pioneer's prayer request a judicial holding predicated upon the 
CWA. 
Because Pioneer does not present any claim (justiciable controversy) under the 
CWA, City's mootness arguments do not apply. The mere fact that the CWA exists and says 
what it does simply legitimizes and lends additional credence to the thought process and 
concerns under which Pioneer filed this suit-a thought process and set of concerns which City 
has repeatedly questioned, if not ridiculed, throughout this litigation. See, e.g., Deposition of 
. Alan Newbill, dated June 23,2009, at 101 :6-105:9 (attached as Ex. C to the Affidavit of 
Andrew J. Waldera, dated October 7,2009). 
In sum, Pioneer's CWA-based allegations serve the same purpose as those found 
at Paragraphs 31-32 of its Complaint (allegations regarding the various state law-based liabilities 
that Pioneer faces under Idaho Code Sections 42-1203 and 1204, but statutes under which 
Pioneer does not seek any affirmative grant of relief). These various factual allegations merely 
substantiate Pioneer's increased liability exposure concerns stemming from the discharge of 
municipal stormwater into its irrigation and irrigation drainage facilities. 
2. Commingled Flows Do Conflict With The Plain And Unambiguous 
Terms Of The CWA's Agricultural Return Flow Exemption 
Ci ty asserts that Pioneer's concerns over the protections afforded by the CW A 
agricultural return flow exemption (CWA § 402(1» are unwarranted, and that those arguments 
should be "rejected." Mem. in Supp., p. 12-15. City contends that NPDES permit-authorized 
discharges into agricultural irrigation facilities do not compromise the availability and 
application of the exemption according to certain pieces of EPA-generated correspondence, as 
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well as the Eleventh Circuit opinion in Fishermen Against the Destruction of the Environment v. 
Closter Farms, Inc., 300 F.3d 1294 (11 th Cir. 2002). Id. City's summary judgment requests and 
contentions fail because: (1) as discussed in Section F.l., supra, Pioneer advances no CWA-
based claims upon which summary judgment can be granted; (2) City's arguments ignore the 
plain and unambiguous language of the agricultural return flow exemption; (3) the EPA 
correspondence cited does not carry the force oflaw; and (4) because the Eleventh Circuit did 
not decide the issue as City represents. 
First, it is undisputed that the CW A agricultural return flow exemption expressly 
reads: "The Administrator shall not require a permit under this section for discharges composed 
entirely of return flows from irrigated agriculture, nor shall the Administrator directly or 
indirectly, require any State to require such a permit." CWA § 402(1)(1) (emphasis added). The 
discharge of municipal stormwater, whether covered by an NPDES permit or not, conflicts with 
the plain and unambiguous language of the CW A because irrigation flows commingled with 
municipal stormwater cease to be "composed entirely of return flows from irrigated agriculture." 
For this reason alone, Pioneer's concerns over the continued application of the agricultural return 
flow exemption are legitimate and justifiable. 
Second, City's citation to correspondence from the EPA does not alleviate the 
above-referenced concern because: (1) the EPA correspondence cited does not carry the force of 
law; and (2) the Federal Register provisions to which the EPA comment letter refers underscores 
Congress' specific intent in using the term "entirely" in the agricultural return flow exemption. 
In short, Pioneer does not quarrel with City's argument that the EPA correspondence cited is 
entitled to some measure of respect to the extent that it has the "power to persuade." See, Mem. 
in Supp., pp. 13-14, citing United States v. Mead Corp., 533 U.S. 218 (2001). However, as will 
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be discussed, it is clear that EPA's correspondence is no more binding upon the agency than it is 
upon any court, or any citizen. 
The EPA correspondence at issue is not the product of formal rulemaking, an 
administrative adjudicatory proceeding, nor is it a formal administrative publication. 
Consequently, it does not carry the force oflaw. See, e.g., Alaska v. EPA, 540 U.S. 461,487-88 
(2004) and Christensen v. Harris County, 529 U.S. 576, 587 (2000) (each holding that agency 
interpretations contained within internal guidance memoranda, guidance manuals, policy 
statements, agency manuals, and/or enforcement guidelines lack the force of law and, 
accordingly, fail to qualify for the level of deference afforded under Chevron US.A. v. Nat. Res. 
Del Council, 467 U.S. 837 (1984)). While the EPA correspondence at issue maybe entitled to 
some measure of respect, that correspondence (legally speaking) does not rise to the level of a 
formal, binding regulation, does not carry the force of law and, therefore, offers no meaningful 
protection in light of the plain language of the statutory exemption itself. Furthermore, the 
determination of what level of deference to afford an agency's statutory interpretation is called 
for "only when the devices of judicial construction have been tried and found to yield no clear 
sense of congressional intent." Gen. Dynamics Land Sys., Inc. v. Cline, 540 U.S. 581, 600 
(2004). When, as here, the statute is plain and unambiguous, and the regular interpretive method 
leaves no serious question, there is no interpretive gap to fill and no deference to extend. Id. 
Even if the Court did conclude that the agricultural return flow exemption was 
ambiguous-which it is not, City's citation to Mead Corp. (and by extension Skidmore v. Swift 
Co., 323 U.S. 134 (1944)), supra, correctly points out that the "respect" (as opposed to Chevron-
level deference) to be afforded to the EPA correspondence depends upon its "power to 
persuade." That "power to persuade" is diminished by the EPA's own citation to 55 Federal 
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Register 47990,47996 (November 16, 1990). See, e.g., Mem. in Supp., p. 12. This is because 
that Federal Register citation makes clear that Congress' use of the word "entirely" in Section 
4020)(1) of the CWA, means "entirely."6 Clearly, commingled flows, permitted or not, are not 
composed "entirely" of return flows from irrigated agriculture. 
Moreover, City's reliance upon the EPA correspondence for the proposition that 
NPDES-permitted municipal stormwater discharges into Pioneer facilities does not threaten 
increased CWA-based liability exposure is conclusory and false. See, Mem. in Supp., pp. 12-13. 
While EPA's comment response states that if the municipal stormwater discharge is NPDES· 
pennitted before it comingles with the irrigation flows, and that the agricultural return flow 
exemption would be retained as a result, the same comment response also expressly admonishes: 
"It should be noted, however, that if the MS4 discharge or other 
NPDES regulated discharge is unpermitted when it enters the 
Irrigation District's facilities, then the Irrigation District may need 
to be authorized to discharge under a NPDES permit." 
Mem. in Supp., p. 13, see also, Affidavit of Counsel in Support of Motion for Third Summary 
Judgment, dated September 23, 2009, at Ex. G, ,-r 76. Thus, the full and complete translation of 
EPA's policy comment is that the agricultural return flow exemption that Pioneer enjoys (CWA 
Section 402(1)(1)) may apply to NPDES-permitted commingled flows provided that City 
discharges in compliance with its NPDES permit. Otherwise, EPA warns that Pioneer will likely 
need its own NPDES permit to maintain compliance with the Act in order to mitigate for any 
City-based pennit compliance deficiencies (i.e., "unpermitted" discharges). This concern over 
City's ultimate NPDES pennit compliance exemplifies a level of liability exposure that Pioneer 
6 See, 55 FR 47996 (11116/90) ("The legislative history of the 1977 Clean Water Act, 
which enacted [the agricultural return flow exemption], states that the word "entirely" was 
intended to limit the exception to only those flows which do not contain additional discharges 
from activities unrelated to crop production [citation omitted]."). 
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did not historically face but for the discharge of municipal stormwater into its facilities. City's 
reliance upon the EPA's comment response correspondence is selective and incomplete. 
Finally, nothing contained within the EPA correspondence to which City refers 
precludes or prohibits citizens from filing suit against Pioneer under the CWA's citizen suit 
provision. See, CWA § 505. Such a suit could be reasonably predicated upon the plain and 
unambiguous language of the agricultural return flow exemption, and EPA's correspondence 
would offer Pioneer no protection against the commencement of such an action. Even if Pioneer 
were to ultimately prevail based upon EPA's purported policy rationale, Pioneer would still bear 
the costs associated with responding to, and defending against, such a lawsuit. EPA does not and 
cannot control the use of the Act's citizen suit provision. Id. Therefore, the provision, in 
conjunction with the express language of the agricultural return flow exemption, form a basis of 
liability exposure that Pioneer would not face absent the discharge of municipal stormwater into 
its facilities. 
Third, City's citation to Fishermen Against the Destruction of the Environment v. 
Closter Farms, Inc., 300 F.3d 1294 (11 th Cir. 2002) does not stand for the proposition cited. 
Specifically, City contends that the Eleventh Circuit "held that a [NPDES] permit or exemption 
is not affected when the exempt discharge is commingled with NPDES-permitted discharge." 
Mem. in Supp., p. 14. In reaching this conclusion, City asserts that the Eleventh Circuit 
"affirmed the district court's findings that the defendants had 'established that the discharges 
from [the adjoining properties] are either the subject of existing NPDES permits or are exempted 
from NPDES permitting.'" See, Mem. in Supp., p. 15. City's interpretation of the Closter 
Farms, Inc. decision is correct insofar as the Eleventh Circuit affirmed the ultimate decision of 
the district court. However, the Eleventh Circuit did not affirm the district court because it held 
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(as City asserts) that NPDES-pennitted municipal stonnwater discharges into agricultural 
irrigation facilities did not jeopardize the agricultural return flow exemption. Instead, the 
Eleventh Circuit affinned the decision of the district court because it concluded that there was 
"insufficient evidence in the record that Closter Farms discharged any non-agricultural 
pollutants into Lake Okeechobee." Closter Farms, Inc., 300 F.3d at 1298. 
Closter Farms operated a system of surface irrigation facilities (flood irrigation 
canals and drains) that provided not only for the irrigation and drainage of the farm itself, but 
also for the drainage of the following adjacent properties: (1) a neighboring airport; (2) a 
municipal wastewater treatment plant; (3) a county park; (4) vacant land which previously served 
as a tractor retail dealership; and (5) portion of Florida State Highway 715. Closter Farms, Inc., 
300 F.3d at 1296. The Closter Farms drainage system pumped the excess drainage water it 
received from the farm and the adjacent non-agricultural properties into neighboring Lake 
Okeechobee. Id. The public interest group Fishennen Against Destruction of the Environment 
("FADE") sued Closter Farms arguing that it was impennissibly discharging pollutants through 
"culvert 12A" into the lake absent an NPDES pennit. Id. FADE contended that Closter Farms' 
discharges to Lake Okeechobee were illegal because the farm's supposedly exempt agricultural 
drainage system contained (and, therefore, discharged) pollutants received from the adjacent 
non-agricultural lands which shared in the farm's drainage system. Id. In other words, FADE 
argued that the commingled flows that Closter Farms discharged through culvert 12A no longer 
enjoyed coverage and protection under the agricultural return flow exemption, and that the farm 
needed an NPDES pennit to authorize its commingled discharges. Id. 
In reviewing the district court's decision, the Eleventh Circuit expressly 
acknowledged and applied the agricultural stonnwater and return flow exemptions afforded 
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under the CWA, including the agricultural return flow exemption found at Section 402 of the Act 
(which the Court formally cited as the Section 1342). Closter Farms, Inc., 300 FJd at 1297. 
The Eleventh Circuit concluded that: (1) the rainfall draining off of the farm proper; (2) the 
ground water intercepted and withdrawn in the canals and drains from the farm's flood irrigation 
practices; and (3) the seepage received from nearby Lake Okeechobee (the farm and the adjacent 
non-agricultural properties were separated from the lake by a dike) all constituted CWA NPDES 
permit-exempt "agricultural stormwater discharge" and/or "return flow" from irrigated 
agriculture. Id. Consequently, the Eleventh Circuit specifically held that "any pollutants that 
originated within Closter Farms [could] be discharged into Lake Okeechobee by Closter Farms 
without an NPDES permit." Id. at 1297-98. 
The Eleventh Circuit then turned its attention to addressing those sources of water 
commingling within the Closter Farms irrigation system that did not originate on the farm (i.e., 
the water draining through the system, but received from the adjacent non-agricultural 
properties). Regarding these commingled flows, the Eleventh Circuit expressly stated that "any 
pollutants that originated in the non-agricultural properties adjacent to Closter Farms obviously 
do not fall within the [CWA] agricultural exemptions." Closter Farms, Inc., 300 F.3d at 1298 
(emphasis added). However, the Court affirmed the district court's decision against FADE 
because the "sole evidence at trial" regarding pollutants originating on the adjacent non-
agricultural properties came in the form of the unsubstantiated testimony of a manager from the 
Florida Department of Environmental Protection. Id. In other words, the Eleventh Circuit 
affirmed the district court not because it held that NPDES-permitted commingled flows 
originating on the adjacent non-agricultural properties preserved Closter Farms' CWA 
agricultural exemptions, but because it held that there was "insufficient evidence that [Closter 
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Fanns' discharges contained] any such [non-agricultural] pollutants at all." Id. Consequently, 
City's assertion that Closter Farms, Inc. stands for the proposition that non-agricultural NPDES-
pennitted discharges "have no effect" on the operation and application of the CWA's agricultural 
exemptions is erroneous and unsupported. See, Mem. in Supp., p. 15 
In summary, City's contention that Pioneer faces "no exposure from the 
commingling of Caldwell's NPDES pennitted discharge and PID's exempt irrigation return 
flows" is factually and legally incorrect. See, Mem. in Supp., p. 15. City's contentions fail 
because they ignore the plain and unambiguous language of the agricultural return flow 
exemption; the EPA correspondence cited does not carry the force oflaw; and because the 
Eleventh Circuit did not so hold that NPDES-pennitted discharges preserve the CWA 
agricultural exemptions in commingled systems. 
III. 
CONCLUSION 
At the very least, this briefhas created disputed issues of material fact regarding 
the nature of Pioneer's real property interests in its facilities. And, based upon this brief's 
discussion of Idaho Code Section 42-1102 and the testimony and documentation submitted in 
connection with this brief, Pioneer respectfully requests this Court to not only deny the City's 
motion on the "ownership" issue, but to affinnatively hold that Pioneer owns statutory rights-of-
way to its facilities. Pioneer also respectfully requests this Court to deny the City's request for 
the extreme ruling that Pioneer cannot "identify" additional facilities that have not been 
previously "identified" in this litigation. 
As to the City's request regarding potential CW A liability, Pioneer's concerns 
over the risk of exposure to federal CW A liability is based upon the plain language of the CW A 
itself. This is a valid concern that is relevant to Pioneer's nuisance claim, its request for removal 
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under Section 42-1209, and whether its policy of not allowing new discharges of municipal 
storm water runoff into its facilities is arbitrary and capricious. It would be inappropriate to 
foreclose consideration of those issues at this stage of the litigation. 
DATED this tfkday of October, 2009. 
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City of Caldwell ("Caldwell"), by and through its counsel of record, hereby submits its 
response brief in opposition to the Second Motion for Partial Summary Judgment filed by 
Pioneer Irrigation District ("PID"). 
I. INTRODUCTION 
PID's latest motion for summary judgment is based on a faIse premise. PID must prove 
that it actually owns exclusive rights in the facilities at issue in order to challenge the discharge 
of storm water into those facilities by Caldwell and/or other third parties. Otherwise, as a matter 
of established Idaho law, PID has no right to exclude Caldwell or any other party from 
discharging storm water. PID has no evidence of ownership of exclusive rights and therefore 
PID's motion must be denied. 
PID argues that Caldwell lacks standing to discuss the historic drainage rights of non-
parties to this litigation. As with its first Motion for Partial Summary Judgment, PID seeks a 
ruling against Caldwell that it could not obtain, and that PID likely would not seek, against its 
urban patrons. Simply put, PID seeks to deprive these non-parties of historical drainage rights 
without the need to ever specifically identify the particular patrons or parcels at issue. PID's 
arguments regarding standing should be summarily dismissed because it is undisputed that 
Caldwell is entitled to enact municipal ordinances that govern and regulate the use of property 
within its boundaries. It would be absurd if Caldwell had the power to implement municipal 
ordinances governing third party rights, but lacked standing to discuss the prospect ofthese 
rights when faced with a challenge to the validity of the ordinance. Furthermore, these third 
parties have established drainage rights because PID charges all of its patrons including urban 
patrons a flat rate for irrigation and drainage. Separately, these third parties could have 
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established rights through express agreement, prescription, estoppel, or otherwise. To the extent 
PID seeks a ruling regarding the nature and scope of these third party rights, PID is once again 
seeking to impair the rights of absent third parties. Such a request is improper for reasons 
discussed in connection with Caldwell's motion to dismiss for failure to join. 
PID also seeks a ruling that Caldwell has no rights to discharge storm water into PID's 
claimed facilities. There is no basis for PID to obtain a blanket ruling that Caldwell lacks rights 
to discharge storm water in any portion of PI D's claimed 34,000 acres when only five outfalls 
covering a small portion of PI D's claimed facilities are at-issue. At the very minimum, Caldwell 
has established prescriptive rights to discharge storm water from each of the identified outfalls 
and PID should be estopped from contending otherwise. Furthermore, it would be inequitable to 
deprive urban residents of drainage rights given that PID charges all of its patrons a flat 
assessment for drainage and irrigation. 
II. STATEMENT OF FACTS 
In a failed attempt to demonstrate to the Court that no issues of fact exist as to Caldwell's 
"historical rights" in this litigation, PID mischaracterizes and places out of context testimony by 
Caldwell's Assistant City Engineer Brent Orton and Caldwell's Former City Engineer Gordon 
Law. J It is unclear exactly what PID attempts to gain by this "factual background" portion of its 
1 For example, PID states that Brent Orton opined that Gordon Law would be a better witnesses 
on some matters than himself. (PID's Br. at p. 4, n.l.). This simply is not true, at least as 
characterized by PID. During the Orton Deposition, Caldwell's counsel Mark Hilty reminded 
PID's counsel Brad Williams about Caldwell's designees for each of PI D's Rule 30(b)(6) topics. 
See Ex. B to the Aff. of Scott Randolph dated October 7, 2009 ("Randolph Aff.") attaching 
excerpts from the Deposition of Brent Orton Vol. 1 ("Orton Dep.") at 129:12-23. Williams, not 
Orton, was the individual who suggested that Mr. Law would be a better witness to respond to 
manual formation and policy questions. Orton Dep. at 121 :2-4. 
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brief. Caldwell surmises that PID is attempting to use some excerpts of the testimony from these 
individuals to deflect scrutiny into the damaging admissions by PID's superintendent, Rule 
30(b)(6) designees and board members about the lack of evidence supporting PID's claims in 
this litigation. Notwithstanding PID's mischaracterizations of the deposition testimony by Mr. 
Orton and Law, ample evidence exists in the record to defeat PID's motion for summary 
judgment on Caldwell's alleged lack of rights to discharge storm water. 
On March 12,2009, PID clarified that it is only seeking removal of five outfalls. Written 
Statement Regarding Urban Storm Water Outfall Identification ("Written Statement") dated 
March 12,2009. PID seeks removal of these outfalls on several independent theories, one of 
which is that no valid drainage rights exist for these specific parcels. The outfalls that are at 
issue include B-1, A-IS, A-I7, 5-2, and 5-10. Outfall B-1 is located near the intersection of 
Tenth Avenue and Ustick. Affidavit of Brent Orton dated July 28,2009 at ~ 13; see also Ex. A 
to the Randolph Aff., attaching deposition exhibit 44 where PID's Rule 30(b)(6) visually 
depicted the facilities allegedly impacted by the identified outfalls. Outfalls A-IS and A-17 are 
located on Aviation Way near Montecito No.1 subdivision. Affidavit of Brent Orton dated July 
28,2009 at ~ 8. Outfalls A-IS and A-17 were designed by Scott Stanfield of Mason & Stanfield 
Engineering for Hubble Homes. See Ex. C to the Randolph Aff. Outfall 5-2 is located near the 
U.S. 20/26 and Interstate 84 at interchange 29. Id. at ~ 11. Finally, Outfall 5-2 is located on 
Syringa Lane near the entrance to Montecito Park subdivision. Id at ~~ 9-10. 
As discussed below, ample evidence exists in the record from which the Court should 
conclude that Caldwell has established rights to discharge urban storm water from each of the 
five-identified outfalls. 
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A. Outfall B-1 
Mr. Orton testified that he was "familiar with plats along Tenth Avenue that would 
suggest that it was in existence prior to 1976 and the existence of those features that currently 
drain in that. There is nothing that would suggest that there has been a change in that drainage 
pattern." Orton Dep. at 190:21-191:1.2 When asked at deposition whether "Outfall B-1 was 
constructed and installed to replace pre-development drainage features[,]" Mr. Orton confirmed 
that was in fact his understanding. Orton Dep. at 166:17-167:3. 
The streets at the intersection of Tenth Avenue and Ustick have been paved for decades. 
See Affidavit of Brent Orton dated October 7,2009 at ~ 5. Prior to the installation of Outfall B-
1, the storm water from the intersection at Tenth Avenue and Ustick drained off the roadway into 
a borrow ditch. Id Those flows then discharged into the B Drain. Id According to Mr. Orton, 
the drainage pattern for the basin served by Outfall B-1 has been consistent since prior to 1970. 
Id; see also Orton Dep. at 190:21-191: 1. 
Mr. Orton also testified that PID's superintendent Jeff Scott agreed to the placement of 
Outfall B-1. Orton Dep. at 167:14-168:25. Mr. Orton testified that he was personally involved 
in a meeting where Mr. Scott agreed to the placement of Outfall B-1 into the B Drain near the 
intersection of Tenth Avenue and Ustick. Id 
2 Caldwell anticipates that PID will argue that Orton conceded that he was unaware of the 
specific historic conditions for Outfall B-1. However, this is irrelevant because Mr. Orton 
testified that he is familiar with the plats as they currently exist, and has recently had an 
opportunity to familiarize himself with historical aerial photographs to confirm his previous 
deposition testimony. See Orton Aff. dated October 7,2009. 
CITY OF CALDWELL'S RESPONSE TO PIONEER IRRIGATION DISTRICT'S MOTION 
FOR PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT - 4 
2264 
B. Outfalls A-IS and A-17 
PID cannot be heard to complain about the existence of these outfalls given that it 
consented to the relocation of the A Drain in connection with the Montecito No.1 subdivision. 
See Exhibit D to the Randolph Aff., attaching Combined License and Construction, Operation 
and Maintenance Agreement for Montecito Park Subdivision ("Montecito License"). The 
Montecito License states that PID's agreement to the Montecito License is "expressly 
conditioned upon Pioneer's prior written approval of all drawings and plans concerning the 
activities to be conducted by Developer under this Agreement." Montecito License at 6. 
Pursuant to the Montecito License, PID was aware of, and received plans depicting, the 
placement of Outfalls A -15 and A -17 into the re-routed A -Drain. Id PID has never contended 
that the developer breached its agreement by installing the outfalls without its knowledge or 
approval. Instead, PID and PID's engineer were fully aware of the placement of Out falls A-15 
and A -17 at the time they were installed in 2004. 
Outfalls A-15 and A-17 were designed and installed in 2004. As a result, they were 
designed and approved pursuant to the requirements of the prior version of Caldwell's Municipal 
Stormwater Management Manual dated December 1998 ("1998 Manual"). See Ex. E to the 
Randolph Aff., attaching 1998 Manual. PID cannot contend that it did not receive notice of the 
installation of Out falls A-15 and A-17 given the requirements that were then in effect: 
Any development proposing to discharge off-site, in compliance 
with this policy, shall notify in writing the owner of the ditch, drain 
or pond into which discharge shall occur. In addition, the design 
of discharging facilities shall be subject to the review and approval 
of the entity operating or maintaining the ditch, drain or pond. 
Any development proposing to increase the rate or reduce the 
quality of discharge from a site may be denied permission to 
discharge. 
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1998 Manual § 101.1.5. 
As noted in connection with Caldwell's Second Motion for Summary Judgment, PID 
subsequently sought to have this provision removed, such that the current Manual does not 
contain this same language. However, as it relates to Outfalls A-15 and A-17, it is undisputed 
that PID was on notice of the installation of outfalls A-15 and A-17 at the time they were 
installed. See Ex. N to the Affidavit of Scott Randolph dated July 28,2009 (attaching 
coe079127 which stated "Plan Acceptance" for Montecito Park subdivision plans). See also 
Ex. 0 to the Affidavit of Scott Randolph dated July 28,2009 attaching eOC_oSOOI129 through 
coe _ OSOO 1159). Furthermore, the Storm Drainage Calculations prepared by Mason Stanfield 
(PID's engineering firm) contained calculations for the outfalls. See Ex. P to the Randolph Aff. 
(attaching coe 146408). 
The 1998 Manual required the developer's engineer to determine "existing drainage and 
irrigation water conveyance systems within the property line or developed site." 1998 Manual 
§ 106.1(2). Moreover, the 1998 Manual states Caldwell's policy that "downstream drainage 
systems and water quality not be adversely affected by upstream development." 1998 Manual § 
100.4. The developer's engineer is required "to ensure that the runoff, storm and domestic, from 
a development not increase pollutant load for pollutants of concern and discharge rates not 
exceed a developments 'reasonable' share of downstream system capacity." 1998 Manual 
§ 101.2. Futhermore, the 1998 Manual states that "[t]he design of any storm drainage system 
shall be under the responsible direction and control of an engineer having requisite training and 
experience in stormwater system design. All drawings shall be certified by the Engineer in 
responsible charge." 1998 Manual § 101.1.6. "Review and approval by the City of Caldwell 
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does not constitute an engineering review of project plans and calculations. The review is for the 
purpose of ensuring general conformance to City policies and requirements. The submitting 
design engineer is solely responsible for the design." 1998 Manual § 106.1. 
Based on the foregoing, Caldwell can reasonably be expected to have relied on the 
engineering drawings and storm drainage calculations that were submitted by Scott Stanfield on 
behalf of the developer. See Ex. F to the Randolph Aff., attaching storm drainage calculations 
for Montecito No.1. The plans necessarily required design and construction of a system that 
adequately covered water quality concerns and did not exceed the property to be developed 
historic drainage rights into the at-issue facilities. Mr. Stanfield certified to the City that, among 
other things, "construction practices and materials observed during inspection were in 
compliance with the approved plans and specifications," and that "construction was substantially 
to the lines and grades shown on the approved plans or as approved by the City Engineer." See 
Ex. Q to the Randolph Affidavit dated July 28, 2009 (attaching COC087754). 
Finally, PID cannot argue about alleged increased maintenance expenses resulting from 
Outfalls A-IS and A-17 given that it ceded maintenance responsibility for the re-routed A Drain 
to the developer Hubble Homes. See Montecito License at 7-8. PID can hardly contend that its 
suffers from increased maintenance expenses when a third party is contractually obligated to 
perform all maintenance on the portion of the facilities that are at issue. Id Moreover, it is 
interesting that PID contends that homeowners associations are unable to perform necessary 
maintenance of storm water infrastructure when its ceded responsibility for maintenance to its 
entire re-routed drainage facility in the Montecito No. 1 subdivision. 
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c. Outfall 5-2 
Outfall 5-2 has been in place since the late 1960's. Mr. Orton testified at deposition that 
"When that frontage road was installed, if it was installed with just a borrow ditch section, it 
would have been difficult to prevent the run-off from that road from entering the canal. I can't 
see anything that would indicate there was some alternative system to that." Orton Dep. at 
169: 12-171 : 1. PID has no evidence that the Outfall has been modified in any respect since it was 
installed. Therefore the drainage from the outfall would have remained constant and Caldwell 
has undisputed prescriptive rights to discharge storm water through this outfall. Additionally, 
the outfall is located in the right of way owned by the Idaho Transportation Department, so other 
parties including the Idaho Transportation Department have established prescriptive rights to 
discharge storm water through this location. Caldwell incorporates by references its briefing 
submitted in connection with its Motion to Dismiss for Failure to Join. Third parties, including 
the Idaho Transportation Department, have vested rights to discharge storm water through this 
location. Additionally, the area served by Outfall 5-2 has received drainage since at least the late 
1960's. Given the topography of the land, the drainage to this area would have been consistent 
over the years. 
D. Outfall 5-10 
Outfall 5-10 was installed by a residential developer pursuant to the requirements of the 
1998 Manual. Mr. Orton testified at his deposition that the developer merely installed modern 
infrastructure to carry the storm water that had historically flowed to the same location as where 
the outfall is presently located: 
When Montecito Park constructed the extension of Syringa there, 
they constructed curb and gutter immediately after the ends of 
these borrow ditches where the catch basins are. So everything 
CITY OF CALDWELL'S RESPONSE TO PIONEER IRRIGATION DISTRICT'S MOTION 
FOR PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT - 8 
2268 
from that point down is carried into the Montecito Park storm-
handling system. Just from field observation, it appears to me that, 
prior to the construction of that extension of Syringa Lane, there 
was no crossing of the canal and that this borrow ditch section 
would have -- would have drained over land. I don't know if there 
was any culverts and a conveyance into the canal, but it's graded in 
such a way that it would have deposited into the canal. I don't 
have any evidence that would suggest that there was any alternate 
system to handle that either. 
See Orton Dep. at 172: 16-173:6. 
Mr. Orton then discussed specific evidence that prescriptive rights to discharge storm 
water exist for Outfall 5-2. 
Q. . .. I am just wondering if, in this case, Caldwell is contending 
that it had -- its rights in these outfalls are based on any 
prescriptive easement, if you know? 
Q. As of 1976, with regard to these two outfalls[B-1 and 5-10], is 
Caldwell going to present evidence that it had open, notorious, 
continuous use for five years, between 1976 and 1981? 
A. Yes. I think that's where we would be. 
Q. What evidence is there? 
A. Respecting -- you are asking me, respecting these two outfalls, 
specifically? 
Q. Right. Right. 
A. I will give what I think are evidence that are not exhaustive or 
inclusive. There may be other points of evidence. The vintage of 
the homes whose yards drain to the borrow ditches are certainly --
or at least appear, to me, to predate '76, at least some of them. I 
guess I would refer to historic maps of the roadway there to see if 
the road was in existence at that time. 
Orton Dep. at 189:22-190:20. 
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Outfall 5-10 was designed as part of the Syringa Road extension. The additional 
pavement associated with the road extension project does not actually drain into Outfall 5-10. 
Instead, the outfall only collects drainage from catch basins that were installed decades ago. 
Furthermore, those outfalls drain residential properties that are owned by nonparties to this case. 
See Affidavit of Brent Orton dated July 28, 2009 at ~~ 9-10. See also Affidavit of Brent Orton 
dated October 7, 2009 at ~ 7. 
III. ARGUMENT 
A. Standard of Review 
Summary judgment should only be granted in PID's favor if the Court determines that 
there are no genuine issues of material fact and that PID is entitled to judgment as a matter of 
law. Idaho R. Civ. P. 56(c). "In determining whether there are genuine issues of material fact 
the court reviews all evidence in the light most favorable to the non-moving party." Huyett v. 
Idaho State Univ., 140 Idaho 904, 907, 104 P.3d 946, 949 (Idaho 2004). "Summary judgment 
should be denied if the record contains conflicting inferences or where reasonable minds might 
reach different conclusions." Id. 
B. PID Improperly Attempts to Limit Caldwell's Vested Drainage Rights 
PID asserts that Caldwell can only establish drainage rights through (1) express 
easement; (2) natural servitude; (3) prescriptive easement; or (4) natural watercourse. PID's Br. 
at 8. In compiling this list, PID altogether ignores other ways in which parties can obtain 
drainage rights including oral agreements and estoppel. PID also ignores the fact that it charges 
its patrons a flat rate for irrigation and drainage. See Ex. G to the Randolph Aff., attaching 
excerpts from Deposition of Leland Earnest at 93: 12-96: 11; see also Ex. H, attaching excerpts 
from the deposition of Dawn Fowler at 98:9-102:24. As a result of that flat rate charge, all of 
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PID's patrons including Caldwell have paid assessments to establish and maintain drainage 
infrastructure. PID's recent unilateral decision to refuse storm water from urban patrons does 
not operate to divest these patrons of their establish rights for which they have paid over the 
years. 
C. PID's Requested Rulings Regarding Caldwell's Rights Do Not Affect the Validity of 
the Manual 
PID seeks a ruling regarding the scope of Caldwell's drainage rights. However, this 
requested ruling does not impact the validity of the Manual, as the Manual only provides a 
regulatory framework governing development of storm water infrastructure within Caldwell and 
provides a framework for preserving historic drainage rights, if such rights exist. The Manual 
does not create rights when rights do not otherwise exist in the law. Likewise, the Manual does 
not impair PID's rights, to the extent PID enjoys any rights in its claimed facilities. 
1. Caldwell Enjoys Police Power to Regulate Health, Safety, and Welfare 
Which Includes Drainage of Urban Areas 
PID does not dispute that Caldwell enjoys sweeping police power to implement 
regulations that provide for the health, safety, and welfare of its citizens. As discussed 
previously in this litigation, Caldwell's grant of police power is authorized by statute and the 
Idaho Constitution. The constitutional authority to exercise municipal police powers is not 
contingent upon enabling legislation but is "coequal with the authority of the Legislature to pass 
general police laws." Clyde Hess Distrib. Co. v. Bonneville County, 69 Idaho 505, 512, 210 P.2d 
798, 801 (1949). 
The Idaho Constitution, at Article XII, § 2, provides: 
Any county or incorporated city or town may make and enforce, 
within its limits, all such local police, sanitary and other 
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regulations as are not in conflict with its charter or with the general 
laws. 
In discussing and defining the meaning and extent of the police power, the Idaho 
Supreme Court long ago stated: 
The police power of the state is very great. Under it many things 
may be done which at first glance seem to infringe upon natural 
and civil rights. The protection of health, prevention and 
suppression of nuisances, controlling the conduct of business 
which affects others not engaged in the same, the preservation of 
the public peace, and protection of the public welfare are 
legitimate subjects calling for the exercise of police power of the 
state. ... The police power of a state, in a comprehensive sense, 
embraces its whole system of internal regulation, by which the 
state seeks not only to preserve the public order and to prevent 
offenses against the state, but also to establish for the intercourse 
of citizens with citizens those rules of good manners and good 
neighborhood which are calculated to prevent a conflict of rights, 
and to insure to each the uninterrupted enjoyment of his own, so 
far as is reasonably consistent with a like enjoyment of the rights 
of others. 
Sifers v. Johnson, 7 Idaho 798, 65 P. 709, 709-10 (1901) (quoting, in part, Judge Cooley, 
Constitutional Limitations at 704 (6th ed.)) (emphasis added). 
It is beyond dispute that the "[t]he drainage ofa city in the interest of the public health 
and welfare is one of the most important purposes for which the police power can be exercised." 
11 McQuillin Municipal Corporations § 31.10 Municipal Powers (3d ed.). The Idaho Legislature 
has expressed the importance of flood control to the general populace as follows: 
It is hereby recognized by the legislature that the protection of life 
and property from floods is of great importance to this state. It is 
therefore declared to be the policy of the state to provide for the 
prevention of flood damage in a manner consistent with the 
conservation and wise development of our water resources and 
thereby to protect and promote the health, safety and general 
welfare of the people of this state. 
Idaho Code § 42-3102. 
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The Legislature has vested broad authority and discretion in cities and counties regarding 
the occupancy of land, the manner in which it can be used and the requirements for development 
through the Local Land Use Planning Act ("LLUPA"). LLUPA is codified at Idaho Code §§ 67-
6501 through 67-6538 and is intended to allow cities to "promote the health, safety, and general 
welfare of the people ofthe state ofIdaho" by, among other things, enacting ordinances and 
plans: 
To ensure that adequate public facilities and services are provided 
to the people at reasonable cost. 
To ensure that the economy of the state and localities is protected. 
To encourage urban and urban-type development within 
incorporated cities. 
To ensure that the development on land is commensurate with the 
physical characteristics ofthe land. 
To protect life and property in areas subject to natural hazards and 
disasters. 
To avoid undue water and air pollution. 
Idaho Code § 67-6502. 
In pursuit of these objectives, Caldwell is authorized to pass ordinances adopting 
regulatory standards for a long, but non-exclusive, list of purposes. Idaho Code § 67-6518. 
While LLUP A powers are very broad, they are also specific enough to establish that Caldwell is 
unambiguously authorized by the Legislature to "adopt standards for ... storm drainage systems." 
Id Further, to the extent regulatory standards are adopted pursuant to LLUP A, they may 
"impose higher standards than are required by any other statute or local ordinance .... " !d. The 
Manual was adopted by such an ordinance. Manual § 100.3.4. 
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2. The Manual Merely Regulates Third Party Rights and Responsibilities 
The Manual does not - and could not - create rights that did not previously exist. 
Additionally, the Manual does not deprive anyone of their vested rights, to the extent such rights 
exist. Instead, the Manual merely provides a system to regulate competing property rights and 
interests within Caldwell's boundaries when those properties are developed andlor redeveloped. 
This is an important distinction, and one that PID has consistently ignored throughout this 
litigation. As discussed below, the Manual provides a mechanism by which property owners 
within Caldwell are required to maintain historic drainage practices associated with their 
property, while providing ample protections for PID and its alleged facilities. 
This is consistent with established precedent governing police powers. In Village of 
Euclidv. Ambler Realty Co., 272 U.S. 365, 395 (1926), the United States Supreme Court 
recognized that individual property rights are not absolute, and that property rights are subject to 
regulation provided the regulations are were reasonably related "to the public health, safety, 
morals, or general welfare." Stated another way, police power "is generally an inherent power of 
the state legislature that extends to the whole system of internal regulation by which the state 
preserves public order, prevents offenses against the state, and insures to the people the 
enjoyment of rights and property reasonably consistent with like enjoyment of rights and 
property by others." See Jacobs Ranch, L.L.c. v. Smith, 148 P.3d 842,849 (Okla. 2006). 
Entirely consistent with its police power, Caldwell adopted the Manual to provide its 
citizens with the framework through which independent - and potentially competing - property 
rights can be resolved. For example, the Manual requires that developers design storm water 
conveyance systems to "[p Jreserve and use existing drainage ways and their carrying capacity, 
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and prevent encroachment into historic ways." Manual § 100.2.1. Developers must also "leave 
downstream areas with the same hydrology that existed before development." Manual § 103.7. 
See also Manual § 103.6.4 ("For property having established historical drainage rights, the 
retention facility shall include an overflow drainage line from the retention facility to a point of 
historical discharge."). 
In order to achieve these important objectives, the Manual requires that the design 
professional of record for the developer calculate any historic drainage rights and systems 
associated with the property to be developed. Manual § 100.5. The Manual makes clear that it is 
the province of the design professional of record for the developer and not the responsibility of 
the City Engineer to conduct an engineering review of the proposed facility. Id. Additionally, 
the Manual expressly states that the design professional of record for the developer is "solely 
responsible for the design." Id. The City Engineer is only obligated to review the plans for 
general conformance with City polices and requirements. Id 
PID correctly notes that the Manual allows for offsite discharge of storm water provided 
that two essential requirements are satisfied. First, the design professional for the developer 
must determine that "the downstream system has proven adequate capacity[.]" Manual 
§ 103.2.1. Second, the design professional must determine that there "was historic discharge 
from the property." Id. PID has no evidence in this case that the design professional of record 
for the outfalls at issue improperly calculated the drainage basins and/or determined that the 
downstream system lacks capacity. Instead, as argued in connection with Caldwell's Motion for 
Summary Judgment, PID has no evidence that the identified outfalls interfere in any way with 
the facilities that are at-issue. 
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D. Caldwell Properly Discusses Historical Rights in the Manual 
Turning back to PID's Second Motion for Summary Judgment, PID seeks a ruling that 
Caldwell lacks standing to discuss the historic drainage rights of its citizens in the Manual and in 
this litigation. PID's Br. at 15-16. PID also seeks a blanket ruling that Caldwell lacks historic 
drainage rights unless it introduces specific evidence documenting the right to drain for the 
entirety of PI D's system. As a threshold matter, Caldwell need not introduce any evidence of 
historic rights for the portion of PI D's claimed facilities that are not at issue. Instead, PID admits 
that the identified outfalls only impact the A-Drain, the B-Drain, and the 500 Lateral. See Ex. A 
to the Randolph Aff. 
For support, PID argues that "City relies upon a vague representation that it and 
landowners within Pioneer's service boundaries are entitled to drain one miner's inch of water 
per acre into Pioneer's facilities." PID's Br. at 9. Even a quick review of the portion of the 
Manual (§ 103.2.1) cited by PID demonstrates the absurdity of PID' s argument. 
103.2.1 Site Runoff 
The maximum off-site discharge rate for the design storm (post 
development) shall be limited to 1 miner's inch (one fiftieth of a 
cubic foot per second) per acre provided the downstream system 
has proven adequate capacity and there was historic discharge 
from the property. 
Manual § 103.2.1. 
Caldwell's discussion of historic rights, to the extent they exist, in the context of the 
Manual and elsewhere does not implicate standing concerns. First, Caldwell is not attempting to 
rely on those rights as an affirmative basis for its own rights to discharge storm water. For 
example, Caldwell does not use third party drainage rights in the Montecito Park subdivision as 
evidence that Caldwell has a historic right to discharge storm water. However, to the extent that 
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a party enjoys historic rights to drain surface water into PID's claimed facilities, those rights 
would be relevant to Caldwell's current claim of right. This is true because those rights could 
have been transferred to Caldwell when property is dedicated for road improvement projects. 
It is undisputed that PID charges all of its patrons a flat fee for irrigation and drainage. 
See Ex. G to the Randolph Aff., attaching excerpts from the deposition of Leland Earnest at 
93: 12-96: 11 ; see also Ex. H, attaching excerpts from the deposition of Dawn Fowler at 98 :9-
102:24. Those patrons are entitled to use the drains to drain runoff from their lands. If some 
portion ofland within PID's service area is subsequently developed, the land does not lose its 
right to drain storm water simply because a house instead of a barn is located on the property. 
Therefore, these properties have historic drainage rights that must be honored even if the 
property is subsequently converted into a residential development. It is, as mentioned above, the 
responsibility of the developer to ensure that these historic rights exist. Nevertheless, the fact 
that the Manual discusses these historic rights does not raise any standing concerns. 
Furthermore, to the extent PID seeks a ruling declaring the Manual void, Caldwell is 
entitled to discuss the existence of third party rights in connection with its Motion to Dismiss and 
its opposition to PID's demand for removal of the identified outfalls. PID cannot dispute that 
third parties enjoy drainage rights into the identified outfalls-whether by express grant, natural 
servitude, prescription, or otherwise. These parties cannot have their rights extinguished without 
having an opportunity to introduce specific evidence of their drainage rights in the specific 
properties that are at issue. 
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E. Caldwell Enjoys a Prescriptive Right to Discharge Storm Water from the Identified 
Outfalls 
Generally, Caldwell enjoys a prescriptive right to discharge stonn water from the five-
identified outfalls into PID's claimed facilities. 3 Under Idaho law, "[t]o establish a prescriptive 
easement, the dominant landowner must "submit 'reasonably clear and convincing' proof of 
open, notorious, continuous, uninterrupted use, under a claim of right, with the knowledge of the 
owner of the servient tenement, for the prescriptive period. '" Merrill v. Penrod, 109 Idaho 46, 
51,704 P.2d 950, 955 (1985) (quoting Westv. Smith, 95 Idaho 550, 557, 511 P.2d 1326, 1333 
(1973)). "In order to constitute 'continuous' use, the dominant landowner need not be 'bodily on 
the land every minute.' It is enough that 'the frequency of use ... is nonnal for the kind of 
easement claimed." Merrill, 109 Idaho at 51, 704 P.2d at 955 (quoting R. Cunningham, W. 
Stoebuck & D. Whitman, The Law of Property § 8.7 at 455 (1984)). 
As a threshold matter, PID wrongly asserts that the prescriptive period applicable to the 
Court's inquiry is twenty years because this action was not commenced until January 16,2008. 
PID's Br. at 11 n.3. This assertion is contrary to the law regarding prescriptive rights. Instead, 
prescriptive rights vest upon satisfaction of the elements necessary for obtaining an easement by 
prescription. In Beckstead v. Price, 190 P.3d 876 (Idaho 2008), the Idaho Supreme Court 
recognized this principal by applying the prior-version ofIdaho Code § 5-203 to a case where the 
prescriptive period allegedly ran during the period 1996 to 2005. [d. at 881. If prescriptive 
rights really did not vest until judicial confinnation (as PID urges in its response brief) and the 
3 Caldwell does not concede that PID actually has rights to these facilities and/or that these rights 
are anything more than a non-exclusive prescriptive easement. Therefore PID lacks exclusivity 
necessary to seek removal of the identified stonn water outfalls. Moreover, Caldwell does not 
waive any arguments regarding PID's failure to join necessary parties. 
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2006 amendment to Idaho Code § 5-203 were merely procedural, then the Idaho Supreme Court 
would have applied the 20-year period to the plaintiffs in Beckstead and the case would have 
turned on that issue. Instead, the Idaho Supreme Court affirmed the district court's finding that 
the plaintiffs had established a prescriptive easement based on their use of the property for the 
statutory period of five years. Id. at 881-82. See also Christenson v. Wikan, 254 Wis. 141, 144 
(1948) ("the enactment in 1941 could not affect the prescriptive rights acquired by an adverse 
user beginning in 1916 because those rights were already vested by that time"); see also, Jones v. 
State, 432 P.2d 420,424 (Idaho 1967) ("The evidence thus shows actual occupation of the 
properties by respondents or their predecessors in interest under color oftitle for the five-year 
prescriptive period, improvement of the property and payment of all taxes levied and assessed 
thereon according to law. Those circumstances constitute sufficient compliance with the 
statutory requirements for perfection of title by adverse possession."). Therefore the applicable 
statutory prescriptive period is five years for those facilities that were in place prior to the 
amendment to Idaho Code § 5-203. 
In Merrill, the Court affirmed the district court's holding that the plaintiffs had 
established a prescriptive easement to drain irrigation wastewater onto the defendant's property. 
Id, 109 Idaho at 53, 704 P.2d at 956. The district court held that the plaintiff adequately proved 
that it had drained irrigation water over the defendant's parcel for over twenty years. Id In the 
proceedings below, the plaintiff relied on estimations of volume flowing over the defendant's 
property over the prescriptive period. The Idaho Supreme Court approved of this technique, 
holding that the plaintiff's estimates of surface flow were sufficient to establish a prescriptive 
easement up to fifty miner's inches of irrigation waste water. Id The fact that the flows varied 
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between ten and fifty miner's inches from season to season mattered not. Instead, such a 
fluctuation was entirely consistent with the type of easement claimed and the Court recognized 
the existence of an easement by prescription up to the maximum amount of the estimated 
seasonal flow over the defendant's property. 
Here, as was the case in Merrill, storm water has been flowing into the servient drainage 
basins for the relevant prescriptive period for each of the five outfalls. Although the precise 
volume may vary from year to year and storm to storm, the overall seasonal flows from these 
drainage basin is reasonably constant and is subject to calculation, as described below. 
Moreover, these drainage patterns have been open, notorious, and continuous for decades. 
As noted, the property served by Outfalls A-IS and A-I7 would have historically drained 
storm water to the A Drain. This has been on going since at least 1970. The fact that this 
property discharged storm water should have been apparent to PID. In approximately 2004, the 
developer reached an agreement with PID to reroute the A-Drain around the Montecito Park 
development. The mere fact that the A Drain was relocated did not cause these historic vested 
rights to disappear. Instead, the rights to discharge storm water would have remained with 
property to be drained. Once the property was transferred to Caldwell in connection with the 
transfer of right-of-way, those rights would have also been transferred to Caldwell. 
Similarly, the drainage basin served by Outfall B-1 has drained storm water to the B 
Drain for decades. This drainage pattern would have been obvious and continuous, consistent 
with the seasonal fluctuation in precipitation in the Caldwell area. Furthermore, the installation 
of the storm water infrastructure in 2007 did not extinguish Caldwell's vested right to discharge 
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storm water from this location as the infrastructure actually implemented controls and improved 
water quality. 
It is undisputed that Outfall 5-2 has been in place since the 1960's. Outfall 5-2 has been 
discharging storm runoff since that time. The use of this drain would have been consistent from 
year to year, consistent with seasonal fluctuation for precipitation. Moreover, the outfall is 
plainly visible. 
Finally, the area served by Outfall 5-10 has historically drained to the Canyon Hill 
Lateral. The outfall drains residential areas and a portion of Syringa Lane. This drainage would 
have been consistent since at least 1970 given that the relevant residential areas have been in 
place since that time. The drainage area is obvious given that the catch basins served by Outfall 
5-10 have been in place for decades. Finally, the storm drainage from this area would have been 
reasonably consistent since the 1970's, consistent with normal fluctuation in precipitation 
volume. 
Given the foregoing, Caldwell has sufficient evidence to establish the existence of a 
prescriptive easement to discharge storm water through each of the identified outfalls. These 
vested rights cannot be extinguished merely because PID has decided that it will no longer 
accept "urban" drainage through its claimed facilities. 
F. PID is Estopped from Seeking Removal of the Outfalls 
Under established Idaho law, principles of quasi-estoppel operate to prevent PID from 
demanding removal of the outfalls. The doctrine of quasi-estoppel "prevents a party from 
asserting a right, to the detriment of another party, which is inconsistent with a position 
previously taken." Atwood v. Smith, 143 Idaho 110, 114, 138 P .3d 310, 314 (2006)( quoting 
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C & G, Inc. v. Canyon Highway Dist. No.4, 139 Idaho 140, 144, 75 P.3d 194, 198 (2003)). This 
doctrine applies when: 
(1) the offending party took a different position than his or her 
original position, and (2) either (a) the offending party gained an 
advantage or caused a disadvantage to the other party; (b) the other 
party was induced to change positions; or (c) it would be 
unconscionable to permit the offending party to maintain an 
inconsistent position from one he or she has already derived a 
benefit or acquiesced in. 
C & G, Inc., 139 Idaho at 145, 75 P.3d at 199. 
It is undisputed that PID was aware of the existence of each of the five outfalls. For 
example, PID expressly entered into the Montecito License regarding the relocation of the A 
Drain. The developer expressly agreed to notify PID of all development activities in this portion 
of the A Drain. Additionally, the 1998 Manual required the developing engineer to get the 
consent of the irrigation company before any new or changes in existing storm water discharge 
facilities were made. 
Moreover, PID's engineer Mr. Mason is partners with Mr. Stanfield who designed the 
developments at issue. Mr. Orton testified that PID's superintendent Mr. Scott personally agreed 
to the placement of Outfall B-l. Finally, Outfall 5-2 has been in place and clearly visible for 
decades. PID consented to the position and placement of the five identified outfalls pursuant to 
either the 2004 manual or operative licenses for construction. PID can hardly demand removal 
of the outfalls when it would cost millions of dollars to construct an alternate system and PID did 
not complain or otherwise object when the facilities were originally installed. Therefore, PID 
should be estopped from seeking removal of the identified outfalls. 
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G. PID's Discussion Regarding Express Easements is Inaccurate 
PID contends that rights to drain water on the property of another is a real property right 
that must be expressed in writing. This is not the case. Instead, parties can obtain drainage 
rights over the property of another through a variety of ways, one of which is in the form of a 
written agreement. Evidence exists in the record that PID agreed to the discharge of storm water 
at the level of one miner's inch per acre. That requirement need not be in writing. Furthermore, 
a party need not have evidence of a signed writing to obtain an easement by prescription. 
Instead, the party simply must satisfy the elements detailed above. Likewise, a party could 
obtain drainage rights through estoppel. No writing would be required in that situation. In 
summary, PID's citation to the statute of frauds is irrelevant because there exist numerous ways 
that a party could obtain drainage rights over the property of another and the lack of a specific 
writing is not determinative. 
H. PID Does Not Have Any Evidence That the Outfalls Have Changed the Character of 
Use 
PID asserts that Caldwell could not have obtained drainage rights because under Idaho 
law, "no change can be made against the landowner over whose land the ditch passes that is 
burdensome to the servient tenement, or that changes the character of the servitude." PID Br. at 
13. However, as argued in Caldwell's Second Motion for Summary Judgment, PID has no 
evidence that any of the five outfalls have resulted in an increased burden to the servient 
tenement. Furthermore, it is clear that the drainage areas served by the identified outfalls have 
historically drained storm water. Therefore there could have been no change in the character of 
the servitude. 
CITY OF CALDWELL'S RESPONSE TO PIONEER IRRIGATION DISTRICT'S MOTION 
FOR PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT - 23 
2283 
IV. CONCLUSION 
Based on the foregoing, Caldwell respectfully requests that the Court deny PID's Second 
Motion for Partial Summary Judgment. The issues raised by PID in its motion do not bear on 
whether the Manual conflicts with state law. Separately, factual questions exist as to the 
drainage rights associated with the five-identified outfalls. Caldwell has established prescriptive 
rights to discharge storm water through these facilities. Additionally, PID should be estopped 
from demanding that the facilities be removed. 
DATED this --; day of October, 2009. 
HOLLAND & HART LLP 
By __ ~~~~~-= __________________ ___ 
Scott E. Ran 01 h, for the firm 
Attorneys for efendant City of Caldwell 
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Overnight Mail 
Telecopy (Fax) 
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Hand Delivered 
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Telecopy (Fax) 
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Telephone: (208) 467-4479 
Facsimile: (208) 467 -3058 
Erik F. Stidham. ISB #5483 
Scott E. Randolph, ISB #6768 
HOLLAND & HART LLP 
Suite 1400, U.S. Bank Plaza 
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P.O. Box 2527 
Boise. Idaho 83701-2527 
Telephone: (208) 342-5000 
Facsimile: (208) 343-8869 
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STATE OF IDAHO ) 
)ss. 
COUNTY OF CANYON ) 
BRENT ORTON, first being duly sworn on oath, states and affirms as follows: 
1. I am over the age of 18 years, and make this affidavit based upon my own 
personal knowledge. 
2. I am an engineer with the City of Caldwell, Idaho, and have been employed by 
the City for approximately four years. My current job title is Assistant City Engineer. 
3. I have a master's degree in civil engineering and I am a licensed professional 
engineer in the State of Idaho (Certificate No. 13359). 
4. I have personally reviewed aerial photographs from 1970 for the drainage basins 
served by Outfalls B-1, A-IS, A-17, 5-2, and 5-10. Additionally, I am personally familiar with 
these outfalls. I have inspected each of the outfalls in the field. 
5. From reviewing 1970, 1976, and 1984 (contoured: 1970 and 1984, un-contoured 
1976) aerial photography, it is apparent that the general drainage pattern for the area served by 
Outfall B-1 has not changed significantly since 1970. Ditches and contours illustrate the 
drainage of land and street bal1'ows leading to the B Drain. The aerial photography r reviewed 
for this area show the existence of Tenth Avenue, Us tick, and the B Drain as well as a developed 
and impervious feature substantially ~s it exists today in 1970. Based on the topography of this 
area, storm drainage would have drained from Tenth Avenue, Ustick Road, and the remainder of 
the basin into the B Drain. This drainage would have been consistent over the years, fluctuating 
with storm intensity and duration. Moreover, the drainage into the B Drain would have been 
obvious to anyone inspecting this area. 
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6. Outfall 5-2 is located near U.S. 20/26 and Interstate 84 at interchange 29. 
According to records available to Caldwell, Outfall 5-2 has received drainage since about the late 
1960's. Aerial photography I reviewed makes apparent that the same general vicinity drained by 
this discharge today was so served in 1970 as evidenced by contours, small drainage ditches, and 
the intersection of the receiving barrow ditches with the location of the existing outfall today. 
Given the topography of the land, storm water drainage from Outfall 5-2 would have been 
consistent over the years, subject to normal fluctuation for precipitation in the Caldwell area and 
may also have served an irrigation return function. In my professional opinion, the discharge 
from Outfall 5-2 presently serves to drain a substantially similar drainage to the area it served in 
1970. 
7. Outfall 5-10 was installed in approximately late 2004 earl y 2005 (Construction 
drawings dated August 2004) in cOlmection with the extension of Syringa Lane by the 
Montecito Park Subdivision. Based on my personal review of the area and review of aerial 
photography, the discharge that was tied into the infrastructure for Outfall 5-10 has been in 
place for decades. Moreover, based on my review of aerial photography from 1970, this 
neighborhood has existed since that time, although additional houses were built between 1970 
and 1976 with more still between 1976 and 1984, and would have drained storm water into the 
500 Lateral. The drainage area served by this discharge point has remained substantially similar 
since the early 1970s. The amount of storm water drainage would have been consistent over the 
years, subject to seasonal precipitation fluctuation. The drainage would have been obvious to 
anyone inspecting this area. 
Dated this 7th day of October, 2009. ~ 
Brent Orton ..:;z::.(Je Y(}) 1 <: 
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SUBSCRIBED and SWORN to before me this 7th day of September, 2009. 
Notary Public for Ida 0 
Residing at: Caldwell 
My Commission Expires: Il v M -;;l..J.ro<\ 
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Mark Hilty 
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1303 12th Avenue Road 
P.O. Box 65 
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o 
U.S. Mail 
Hand Delivered 
Overnight Mail 
Telecopy (Fax) 
U.S. Mail 
Hand Delivered 
Overnight Mail 
Telecopy (Fax) 
AFFIDAVIT OF BRENT ORTON DATED OCTOBER 7, 2009 - 5 
2290 
Mark Hilty, ISB #5282 
Aaron Seable, ISB #7191 
HAMILTON, MICHAELSON & HILTY, LLP 
1303 12th Avenue Road 
P.O. Box 65 
Nampa, Idaho 83653-0065 
Telephone: (208) 467-4479 
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Erik F. Stidham, ISB #5483 
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o 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
)ss. 
COUNTY OF ADA ) 
SCOTT E. RANDOLPH, first being duly sworn on oath, states and affirms as follows: 
1. Your affiant is an attorney in the Boise office of the law firm of Holland & Hart 
LLP and is licensed to practice law in the State of Idaho. I am an attorney on behalf of 
DefendantiCountercIaimant City of Caldwell ("Caldwell") in this matter. I make this affidavit in 
support of its Second Motion for Summary Judgment. 
2. Attached hereto as Exhibit A is a true and correct copy of deposition exhibit 44 of 
the 30(b)(6) Videotaped Deposition of Mark Zirschky. 
3. Attached hereto as Exhibit B is a true and correct copy of excerpts of the 
Deposition of Brent Lee Orton, Volume 1. 
4. Attached hereto as Exhibit C is a true and correct copy of Montecito Park 
Subdivision No. 1 Record Drawing by Earl, Mason & Stanfield, Inc. bates numbered 
COC_OSOOlI29 through COC_OSOOI159. 
5. Attached hereto as Exhibit D is a true and correct copy of the Combined License 
and Construction, Operation, and Maintenance Agreement for Montecito Park Subdivision bates 
numbered MT_ePRODOI266 through MT_ePROD01302. 
6. Attached hereto as Exhibit E is a true and correct copy of the December 1998 City 
of Caldwell Stormwater Management Interim Policy bates numbered COC121605 through 
COC121639. 
7. Attached hereto as Exhibit F is a true and correct copy of Storm Drainage Master 
Calculations for: Montecito Park No. 1 as prepared by Earl, Mason & Stanfield, Inc. bates 
numbered COC146408 through COC146434. 
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8. Attached hereto as Exhibit G is a tnie and correct copy of excerpts of the 
Videotaped Deposition of Leland Earnest. 
9. Attached hereto as Exhibit H is a true and correct copy of excerpts of the excerpts 
of the 30(b)(6) Videotaped Deposition of Dawn Fowler. 
Dated this 7th day of October, 2009. 
SUBSCRIBED and SWORN to before me this 7th day of October, 2009. 
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QnA COURT REPORTING, LLC 
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1 there was any documented damage? 
2 MR. Hll... TY: Object to the form. 
3 THE WITNESS: As I said before, I don't have 
4 knowledge of the storms exactly as they are being 
5 referred to. 
6 BY MR. WILLIAMS: 
7 Q. Isn't it true the Interim Policy provided it 
8 was not intended to remove all risks? Are you familiar 
9 with that? 
10 A. Of course not. You know, that's a standard of 
11 care. 
12 Q. Did the City perform routine maintenance prior 
13 to the stOrnl event, or events, on ponds, piping, catch 
14 basins, sand and grease traps? 
15 A. The City performs routine maintenance on catch 
16 b,asins in the right-of-way, sand and grease traps in the 
17 right-of-way. Anything in the right-of-way the City 
18 maintains. 
19 Q. But not outside of it? 
20 A. Correct. 
21 Q. And who would have maintained anything outside 
22 of the City's right-of-way? 
23 A. The homeowners' association would be 
24 responsible for that. 
25 Q. Did the homeowners' association's failure to 
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1 provide maintenance in any way lead to this emergency 
2 situation? 
3 A. Not to my understanding. 
4 Q. You just don't know, or are you saying it 
5 didn't? 
6 A. My understanding is that the failures 
7 resulted -- they were too soon after the construction of 
8 those facilities to have resulted from failure to 
9 maintain. 
10 Q. Are you referring to specific facilities that 
11 failed? What are you referring to? 
12 A. Of those facilities that failed and flooded. 
13 Q. Do you know which ones? 
14 A. It's something I have known before but I 
15 can't -- I don't believe I could reliably tell you right 
16 now. 
17 Q. Do you know what revisions were made to the 
18 1998 Interim Policy and why they were made? Is that 
19 something Gordon Law would be --
20 A. Gordon is certainly going to be more conversant 
21 on that. 
22 Q. Okay. 
23 A. Generally, the requirements for creating - for 
24 the procedure to arrive at the volumes for facilities 
25 were modified to be more conservative. 
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1 Q. At the time of the Emergency Ordinance and the 
2 creation of the new Manual, was the City aware of the 
3 Bureau of Reclamation's policy on receipt of urban 
4 stOrnlwater discharges? 
5 A. I don't know. 
6 Q. I guess you have already addressed what you 
7 believe Pioneer Irrigation District's view is. 
8 Officially and on paper, they were against it; but Jeff 
9 Scott said that it was okay, at least for developers? 
10 A. You have my testimony. 
11 Q. Did the City attempt to address either the 
12 Bureau's or Pioneer's policies when it adopted the 
13 Stornlwater Manual? 
14 MR. Hll...TY: Brad, I am going to just interject 
15 again that these are 30(b)(6) topics with respect to the 
16 City. When Brent answers, he is answering regarding his 
17 own knowledge and understanding. 
18 Go ahead, Brent. 
19 THE WITNESS: Again, I will clarify. I didn't 
20 have knowledge of the Bureau ofRec's position, whatever 
21 that may have been. 
22 Prior to the filing of the lawsuit, it's my 
23 understanding that the City continued to work with 
24 Pioneer to address their concerns. I think, generally, 
25 I believe we were working in a harmonious fashion. 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
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BY MR. WILLIAMS: 
Q. It sounds like Gordon Law is probably better to 
address some of those issues on the development of the 
stormwater and those policies. 
A. Yes. I agree. 
Q. Going back to the findings of fact and 
background, leading to the adoption of the Stornlwater 
Manual, the second finding is that retention ponds did 
not drain as readily as intended by the policy and, in 
some cases, did not ever completely drain. 
Do you know why that was the case, whether it 
had to do with the fact that they were not properly 
maintained? Do you know? 
A. I don't believe it's because of the fact--
because of not being properly maintained. I don't 
believe that's the cause. 
Q. Was it a design issue? 
A. It could potentially be a design issue or a 
construction issue or both. 
Q. Finding 6: The use of retention ponds has 
tended to result in the abandonment of historic drainage 
ways which are extremely difficult to re-establish. 
Do you know what is meant by that finding? 
A. Yes. 
Q. What is your understanding? 
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1 A. Mr. Law will certainly be knowledgeable about 1 I believe, in the testimony of Alan Newbill at a City 
2 it. If you would like to just wait for his response, 2 Council meeting where the Stormwater Manual was 
3 that's fine. 3 considered, he expressed the idea that urban stormwater 
4 Q. If you can, give me a quick summary of what 4 was different and that somehow that negated a historical 
5 your understanding of the criteria is. 5 right to discharge. 
6 A. Where there is not a historic right available, 6 Q. I guess my question was more general. In the 
7 where it is physically impractical -- I will give a 7 lawsuit, are you aware Pioneer has taken a position 
8 short example. 8 that, if you want to encroach into their facilities or 
9 In a situation where it would require a pumping 9 discharge stormwater, you have to seek their permission? 
10 station to pump stonnwater to an elevation where it 10 Are you aware that's the position they are taking in the 
11 could be discharged, it would not be required. We are 11 lawsuit? 
12 not interested in having pumping facilities. 12 A. Yes. 
13 Q. Okay. 13 Q. And does the City dispute that position? Does 
14 A. That, I think, is probably the essence of it. 14 the City contend it does not need to seek permission to 
15 Q. The Manual requires facilities to include an 15 discharge urban stormwater? 
16 overflow drainage line into a point of historical 16 MR HILTY: Brad, I am going to just, again, 
1 7 discharge if historical drainage rights are associated 17 interpose that we have a different 3 O(b )( 6) designate 
18 with the property to be drained. 18 for questions concerning the topic relating to the 
19 
20 
21 
Are you aware of that? 19 pleadings in the case, which has been identified as an 
A. Yes. 20 independent topic. Brent was not designated for that. 
Q. Those overflow drains may have discharge 21 Again, he can answer to the extent that he has 
22 capacities exceeding two miner's inches per acre; 22 personal knowledge. Whether it's the City's position or 
23 correct? It is under 103.64 of the Manual. 23 not, he cannot say. 
24 
25 
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~ 
A. Thank you. 24 BY MR. WILLIAMS: 
Q. Is that right? 25 Q. With that objection in mind, do you have an 
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A. Yes. 
Q. Section 103.75 requires detention facilities to 
include emergency spillways that allow emergency 
overflows to be discharged into irrigation facilities 
without the consent of the owner of such irrigation 
facilities if a historical right to drain is associated 
with the property; correct? 
A. Let me recharacterize it. The way it reads in 
that is that it is not allowed without the permission of 
the owner/operator of the facility unless a historical 
right exists. 
Q. If a historical right exists, a developer does 
n6t have to seek approval from the owner of the 
facility? Is that what you are saying? 
A. We are bouncing back and forth. Essentially, I 
think that's what the Manual says. 
Q. Okay. 
A. I also think it's not something that is at 
contest from Pioneer. It's emergency spillways. 
Q. Do you have a basic understanding in the 
lawsuit that Pioneer is contending that it has the 
authority to grant or deny permission to discharge into 
its facilities? Do you have an understanding that 
that's the position Pioneer is taking in the lawsuit? 
A. I understand that -- I will cite an occurrence. 
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understanding or not? 
A. Of the City's opinion of--
Q. Whether it needs to seek permission from 
Pioneer to discharge urban stormwater? 
A. I guess my understanding is based on what you 
have as my previous testimony on that matter. 
Q. The agreement? 
A. Yes. I think you also have a good 
characterization from the Manual, itself, in that it 
requires -- new discharge points cannot be established 
without the permission of the District. 
MR. WILLIAMS: I can't remember. Is Mr. Law 
the 30(b)(6) designee on that topic, Mark? 
MR. HILTY: Let me give you what we have got. 
This might help. Brent is the designate for Topic No.1 
and Topic No.2 respecting agreements. 
MR. WILLIAMS: Right. 
MR. HILTY: Gordon will be the designee for 
Topic No.2 respecting policies, Topic 3, Topic 4, Topic 
5 and Topic 7. 
MR. WILLIAMS: That's Gordon? 
MR. HILTY: Thafs Gordon. And then Larry 
Osgood is the designate for Topics 6,8, and 9. 
BY MR. WILLIAMS: 
Q. Mr. Law is no longer an employee of Caldwell; 
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1 Q. So Caldwell has no responsibility for 
2 maintenance or anything to do with that? 
Page 166 
3 A. Caldwell maintains the sumps in the catch 
4 basins that are in the public right-of-way. 
5 
6 
7 
8 
Q. The sumps and catch basins? 
A. Uh-huh. 
Q. For both of those, A-IS and A-I7? 
A. Both of them have a catch basin in the City 
9 right-of-way. 
10 Q; B-L "Outfall B-1 is an urban stormwater 
11 outfall discharging into Pioneer's B drain. The outfall 
12 is an eighteen-inch corrugated metal pipe located 
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1 by Caldwell on Jeff Scott saying, "Go ahead and do it. 
2 We can't say it officially; but if you just do it 
3 without telling us, ifs okay"? 
A. Yes. 4 
5 Q. And that's based on your personal knowledge or 
6 something someone else told you? 
7 A. That's based on my belief of -- I guess, 
8 personal knowledge, as well, yeah. 
9 Q. Well, what is your personal knowledge, then, 
10 other than that one conversation in 2006? How does that 
11 tie back into this 2007 outfall? 
12 
13 roughly 100 yards north of Us tick Road on the east side 13 
A. Both based on my personal involvement in that 
meeting --
14 of Tenth Avenue." 
15 Does that focus you in on where that is? 
16 A. Yes .. 
17 . Q. Caldwell's answer to our discovery 'was, "It 
18 believes B-1 was constructed and installed to replace 
19 pre-development drainage features in connection with 
20 improvements to the intersection of Us tick Road and 
21 Tenth Avenue. 
22 "It is part of the drainage infrastructure in 
23 the area and may serve drainage needs for properties 
24 north of Us tick on both sides of Tenth Avenue. Outfall 
25 B-1 is within Caldwell's right-of-way and is owned by 
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1 Caldwell." 
14 Q. The one with Jeff and Gordon? 
15 A. Uh-huh. But more based on the guidance arising 
16 from Gordon's involvement with Pioneer. I think, at 
17 this point, it's obvious that Gordon had substantial 
18 involvement with what was going on there. 
19 Q. SO you are more relying on what Gordon is 
20 telling you his dealings and agreements are with 
21 Pioneer, rather than your personal agreements or 
22 conversations with Pioneer? 
23 A. Once again, I had some personal exposure to 
24 that meeting which validated what Gordon, who is my 
25 supervisor, indicated. 
1 
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Q. The next outfall is Outfall 5-2. Let's see. 
2 Is that true, to the best of your -- 2 "5-2 is an urban stormwater outfall discharging into 
3 A. That's correct. 3 Pioneer's 500 lateral. An eighteen-inch-diameter 
4 Q. Do you know when that discharge or outfall was 4 corrugated metal pipe located adjacent to Moeller Lane 
5 constructed? 5 below the westbound Interstate 84 on-ramp, Franklin 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
1.1 
1.2 
13 
1.4 
1.5 
1.6 
17 
1.8 
1.9 
20 
21 
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24 
25 
A. 2007. 6 Interchange." Does that ring any bell? 
Q. Do you know if Caldwell had written permission 7 A. Yes. 
from Pioneer to construct that outfall? 8 Q. I see the light above your head go on there. 
A. I do not believe so. 
Q. Do you contend they had some kind of verbal 
permission or agreement? 
A. Specific to that outfall? I would not. I 
don't believe so. 
Q. The agreement we have been discussing much of 
this morning goes to the conversation Jeff Scott had 
with the developer and Gordon Law. 
Is Caldwell relying on that in any way in 
connection with its construction of this outfall, B-1, 
saying they relied on Pioneer's statements from Jeff 
Scott saying that it was okay to do it? Do you know? 
9 So Caldwell's discovery response is, "Outfall 5-2 is in 
10 or near the right-of-way of the Idaho Transportation 
11 Department. 
12 "Based on Caldwell's initial observation and 
13 investigation, it appears that Outfall 5-2 drains into 
14 the 500 Lateral and utilizes sand and grease trap prior 
15 to discharge." 
16 Does that sound true and accurate, based on 
17 what you know? 
18 A. I will have to say I can't confirm from memory 
19 right now whether there is a sand and grease trap in 
2 0 line, but I am familiar with the rest of it. 
A. My understanding is that that philosophy formed 21 Q. This answer didn't say, unlike the previous 
the basis for the approach that was taken, including 22 answer -- which one am I looking at? Oh, Caldwell 
this discharge. 23 owned B-l. What do you know about ownership of Outfall 
Q. You are saying yes? Am I understanding you 24 5-2, if anything? Who owns that? 
that that outfall was created in some kind of reliance 25 A. My understanding of that is contained within 
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1 the State ofIdaho's public right-of-way for Interstate 
2 84. Interstate 84 was constructed there in --let's 
3 see -- 1966, I think, or '69. It's one of those two. 
4 The discharge enters that facility right after 
5 a 400-and-something-foot-long box culvert that conveys 
6 the canal under all of the earth work for the 
7 Interstate, including -- what is now there is ramps for 
8 Interchange 29. 
9 Q. Am I following you? Is it, in your opinion, 
10 owned by the Idaho Transportation Department? 
11 A. Yes. 
12 Q. And it was placed there in -- do you know what 
13 time period? 
14 A. We have tried to figure out the time period 
15 where the outfall may have been placed. The culverts--
16 it's between a box culvert and a culvert running under 
17 the frontage road that is referred to as Moeller Lane. 
18 Those culverts were both installed with the 
19 Interchange project, as near as I can tell, in 19 -- in 
20 the late '60s. 
21 When that frontage road was installed, if it 
22 was installed with just a borrow ditch section, it would 
23 have been difficult to prevent the run-off from that 
24 road from entering the canal. I can't see anything that 
25 would indicate there was some alternative system to 
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1 that. 
2 Q. Outfall 5-10. I didn't ask you about 5-10 yet, 
3 did I? A-IS, A-17, B-1. Okay. 5-10. "Outfall 5-10 is 
4 an urban storrnwater outfall discharging into Pioneer's 
5 500 Lateral. It is a twelve-inch PVC pipe which 
6 breaches the 500 Lateral concrete culvert located 
7 underneath Syringa Lane." Are you familiar with that? 
8 A. Yes. 
9 Q. Caldwell's answer to discovery states, "Outfall 
10 5-10 was constructed by developers in connection with 
11 the Montecito Park Subdivision. The outfall appears to 
12 be draining property owners on both sides of Syringa 
13 Lane. 
14 "The outfall appears to originate from Syringa 
15 Lane through a series of drain boxes that are located in 
16 the front yard of various private property owners. The 
1 7 drainage appears to travel through sand and grease traps 
18 prior to discharging into the 500 Lateral." 
1 9 Does that all sound true and accurate, to the 
20 best of your knowledge? 
2 1 A. Yes, except I can't recall ifthere's a sand 
2 2 and grease trap preceding it. There is a vault that 
23 that pipe enters that's adjacent to the 500 Lateral 
24 Culvert and then enters in the top -- the top westerly 
25 quadrant of the culvert that's conveying the 500 Lateral 
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1 under Syringa Lane. 
2 Again, with that outfall, that is in public 
3 right-of-way. The characterization of the area served 
4 is accurate. 
5 I don't know that I would say "irrigation 
6 boxes." Maybe there are just a couple of structures I 
7 missed up there. There is a borrow ditch section that 
8 runs across the front of several homes. 
9 Both the gravel street in front of those homes 
10 and the homes are sloped towards that borrow ditch. And 
11 then this outfall is fed by two catch basins that are 
12 not in a curb and gutter section but in the bottom of 
13 this borrow ditch that is thoroughly grassed on one side 
14 of the road. The other side of the road looks like it's 
15 not necessarily grassy. 
16 When Montecito Park constructed the extension 
17 of Syringa there, they constructed curb and gutter 
18 immediately after the ends of these borrow ditches where 
19 the catch basins are. 
20 So everything from that point down is carried 
21 int~ the Montecito Park storm-handling system. Just 
22 from field observation, it appears to me that, prior to 
23 the construction of that extension of Syringa Lane, 
24 there was no crossing of the canal and that this borrow 
25 ditch section would have -- would have drained over 
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1 land. 
2 I don't know if there was any culverts and a 
3 conveyance into the canal, but it's graded in such a way 
4 that it would have deposited into the canal. I don't 
5 have any evidence that would suggest that there was any 
6 alternate system to handle that either. 
7 Q. Who owns the outfall at 5-1O? Do you know? 
8 A. The City would own it. It's in the City 
9 right-of-way. 
10 Q. And do you know when it was constructed? 
11 A. In conjunction with the adjacent phase of 
12 Montecito Park. 
13 Q. Doyouknowayear? 
14 A. My best guess is 2004. It's in that range. 
15 Montecito Park was constructed in mUltiple phases. So 
16 it could have been -- it may have been a year later or 
17 something. I can't tell you that, off the top. 
18 Q. Do you know if the City of Caldwell has ever 
19 obtained written permission from Pioneer to construct 
20 that outfall? 
21 A. I do not know that. 
22 Q. You have never seen any of it? 
23 A. No. 
24 Q. While you are looking, I am going to get some 
25 more water. If you want to wait until a break and go 
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A. I have read some portions of her report. 1 outfalls. 
Q. Did you agree with anything or disagree or 2 Q. Thanks. Let's go to the second concept, then, 
challenge any of those opinions? 3 apart from natural servitude, natural water course, to 
A. I can't respond to that right now. I haven't 4 this concept of prescriptive easements. 
5 reviewed it in enough depth to be able to do so. And 5 I don't know whether you know whether or not 
6 that's not my intent at this point. 6 Caldwell is taking the position that they have a right 
7 Q. Maybe this isn't fair to you. I don't know 7 to discharge these outfalls by virtue of prescriptive 
8 what kind offoundation you would need for the 8 easements in those areas of those two outfalls, 
9 admissibility of an opinion that there was a definite 9 recognizing Mr. Hilty's objections. 
10 water channel in the locations we are talking about, 10 A. Sure. 
11 other than your observations that there has to be some 11 Q. You may not be the 30(b)(6) designee, but do 
12 low areas. I am sure that's going to be adequate 12 you have an understanding of that? 
13 foundation. 13 A. Will you ask me just the heart of the question 
14 Let me ask you this. Do you know, from reading 14 one more time? I understand your--
IS Jennifer Steven's report, that, initially, much of this 15 Q. Let me step back. You mentioned prescriptive 
16 area was waterlogged and those drains were put in in 16 easement. Do you know what the elements of a 
17 order to drain those lands of sub-surface seepage, I 17 prescriptive easement are? 
18 believe? 18 A. My understanding of a prescriptive easement is 
19 MR. HILTY: Brad, is the question whether he 19 something established by continued use for a period of 
20 
21 
22 
knows that's in her report or whether he believes that's 20 time, as specified under law, which can then be 
true? 21 continued until it is abandoned continuously for a 
BY MR. WILLIAMS: 22 specific period of time under the law. 
23 Q. Did you read that? 23 Q. I think that's a good definition, generally. I 
24 A. I have seen some -- it jives with skimming 
25 through it. I have not studied that in detail in her 
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1 report. 
2 Q. If that's true, if! am understanding this, in 
3 just general terms, they had to build the drains in 
4 order to let those waters drain into those drains and 
5 run them off? 
6 A. As I mentioned before in testimony, it would be 
7 a likely location to install a drain, if you were trying 
8 to draw the groundwater level down, to go to the already 
9 low-lying areas that may be serving presently as a 
10 natural water course. 
11 Q. Okay. 
12 A. I am not trying to say I know that was the 
13 case. I am just telling you, theoretically, that that's 
14 an appropriate hypothesis. 
15 Q. You admit you are speculating, to some degree, 
16 as to whether there really was a natural water channel 
17 in the area of these outfalls that we are talking about? 
18 A. Yeah. To the extent we are not talking about 
19 anything specific, it's a speculative discussion. 
20 Q. Specifically, with regard to the two outfalls 
21 that you have identified that the City owns, the B-1 at 
22 Ustick and the 5-10 at Montecito Park, B-1 drains 
23 into -- I have forgotten. 
24 A. I am not proposing to have knowledge that there 
25 was a pre-existing water source with regard to those two 
~ 
24 think there has been some specific elements. I was just 
25 going to look so I can get it to where we are on the 
Page 189 
1 same page. 
2 All right. According to the holding of the 
3 Idaho Supreme Court, "To acquire a prescriptive easemen 
4 in Idaho, a claimant must present reasonably clear and 
5 convincing evidence of open, notorious, continuous, 
6 uninterrupted use and a claim of right with the 
7 knowledge of the owner of the servient estate for the 
8 prescriptive period of five years. " 
9 That sounds like it comports with your general 
10 understanding, with some specific details added? 
11 A. Yes. 
12 Q. Now, I don't know if you know whether or not a 
13 statute in Idaho relating to irrigation districts 
14 prohibits people from adversely possessing against an 
15 irrigation district or obtaining a prescriptive easement 
16 against an irrigation district. I don't know if you are 
17 aware of that or not. 
18 A. I have no knowledge of that. 
19 Q. That statute has been in existence since 1981. 
20 So doing the math, one would have to have begun in 1976 
21 to have obtained a prescriptive easement. 
22 I am just wondering if, in this case, Caldwell 
23 is contending that it had -- its rights in these 
24 outfalls are based on any prescriptive easement, if you 
25 know? 
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1 A. Are you looking for a response from me on that? 
2 Q. Yes. Do you have any information on that? 
3 A. Okay. 
4 Q. As of 1976, with regard to these two outfaIls, 
5 is Caldwell going to present evidence that it had open, 
6 notorious, continuous use for five years, between 1976 
7 and 1981? 
8 A. Yes. I think that's where we would be. 
9 Q. What evidence is there? 
:1 0 A. Respecting -- you are asking me, respecting 
:11 these two outfaIls, specifically? 
:12 Q. Right. Right. 
13 A. I will give what I think are evidence that are 
14 not exhaustive or inclusive. There may be other points 
:15 of evidence. The vintage of the homes whose yards drain 
16 to the borrow ditches are certainly -- or at least 
:1 7 appear, to me, to predate '76, at least some of them. 
18 I guess I would refer to historic maps of the· 
19 roadway there to see if the road was in existence at 
20 thatdme. 
21 Let me think specifically about Tenth Avenue. 
22 I am familiar with plats along Tenth A venue that would 
23 suggest that it was in existence prior to 1976 and the 
24 existence of those features that currently drain in 
25 that. There is nothing that would suggest that there 
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:1 has been a change in that drainage pattern. 
2 With respect to Syringa Lane, except that that 
3 change may have been in the physical nature of the 
4 facility that conveyed --
5 Q. Do you know who owned the properties connected 
6 to the two outfalls that are served by those drains? 
7 Back in 1976, was it the City of Caldwell? Do you know? 
8 A. I need a clarification. Are you speaking of 
9 the properties served or the properties on which the 
10 outfalls lie? 
:1:1 Q. Well, let's look at both. 
12 A. Okay. 
13 Q. Certain properties drain into those outfalls. 
14 We need to probably define that area. 
:15 A. Uh-huh. 
16 Q. Was that Caldwell-owned property or 
:17 privately-owned property, to your knowledge? 
:18 A. Tenth Avenue is -- I think, probably, for both 
:19 of them, there was both a combination of private 
20 property ownership served and public right-of-way 
2:1 served. 
22 Q. Do you have any information about the exact 
23 nature and extent of the use as it may have existed in 
24 1976? How much water? What kind of water was being 
25 discharged in those areas? 
-
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1 A. I can really only speak to what appears to have 
2 been the pre-existing condition at the B drain. 
3 Q. SO you would have to speculate as to the exact 
4 nature and extent of use? 
5 A. As far as 1976 goes, I am afraid I haven't 
6 conducted an analysis to find out what was existing at 
7 that time. 
8 Q. You may not be the person looking at that or 
9 the expert. I think the scope of the prescriptive 
10 easement is determined by its use, the nature and extent 
11 of its use at its time. It can't be expanded over time. 
12 Assuming, back in 1976, properties were 
13 draining from their lands, do you know what the extent 
14 of urban development would have been during those times? 
15 Was this farm land in '76? Was it all cities? 
16 Highways? Roads? Streets? Gutters? Do you know? 
17 A. rm afraid I would have to speculate to answer. 
18 Q. Can you answer this? In this situation I 
19 showed you here -- let's just say this is five acres and 
20 it's natural, undeveloped farm land. It rains, and rain 
21 drains off of it into this canal. That's going to be a 
22 certain amount, I suppose, that experts can quantify. 
23 If you later develop this and turn it into a 
24 subdivision with houses and then you collect the water 
25 through curbs and gutters, aren't you going to increase 
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the volume of water that you are discharging into the 
drain, if you know? 
A. Based on hydrologic principles, you could 
potentially increase the volume. 
Q. And that just appears to me -- not even being 
an expert, common sense is if it rains on that land some 
amount or if a farmer irrigates it, it's going to go 
into the ground, be intercepted by trees and other 
things. 
If it is concrete parking lots and it is 
collected, more of that rain water or surface water is 
going to go into it and the volume is going to 
increase? 
A. I need to take issue, potentially, with a 
couple of things. Pursuant to the Stormwater Manual, if 
you are taking a classic example of a detention system, 
it's going to be directed into a detention system which 
has to contain the water quality storm event. That 
volume can't be released from the basin. 
Q. At a given time, you mean? 
A. At all. 
Q. At all? 
A. Yeah. It has to -- it has to be removed from 
the basin by evaporation and percolation; and it has to 
do so in a certain period of time. So it's not going to 
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1 11lC'" _ 19o ft. 
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FC 
CC 
Se.er Manhol. 
storm Droin Manhol. 
S.,viee Lift. 
In....,.t MvaUon of pip. 
Grode Breok 
V .. Ued Point of IIIt.,.,.ction 
Vertlcol Point 01 CurYCItur. 
Vertlcol Point of Tong.,.cy 
Vert/col Point 01 R • ..,.",. Curvolur. 
Top Bock of v ... ticol Curb 
Top Sock 01 Rolled Curb 
Cu/-Oe-Sac 
fdge of Po .... m."t 
F"Iow LIft. 
P;ortNt" '"/gotlon O'5trlct 
F'lnl,h~ Crod. 
Grode Chong_ 
SHffT 8 ~ _______ SHffT 9 
1./ ~ 'SH(ET'7~ 
/ 
7'8" " 
lHlU Of" WIWl1 
SHeET' CDV(R SHEfT AND lEG(NO 
SHEET 2. 2,,4 .t 28 SUBDIVISION LA YOUT 
SHeeT J SPEClflCA nONS 
SHEET... DETAIL SHUT 
SHEeT.5 AVlAnON WAY BEGINNING TO 15+00 
SHEET 6 A.vtATlON WAY 15+00 TO 20+00 
SHEET 7 A VIA nON WA Y 20+00 TO 25+40 
SHEeT 8 A Y1A nON WA Y 25.4{) TO JOHIO 
SH££T 9 AII7AnON WAY ~O+60 TO .35+30 
SHEfT 10 AV/,f, nON WAY J5+80 TO END 
SH£(T 11 IHT[RSE:CTlOO OF RIV[RPARK WAY ANO 
CfNTRALPARK ST. TO 10+00 
SHErr 12 RfV(RPARK WAY '0+00 TO '.+00 
SHEET 13 RIVERPARK WAY '''+00 TO END 
SHeET '" VlSTAPARI< DR. BEGINNING TO 20+00 
SHEET'S lASTAPARK OR, 20+00 TO (ND 
<.0 
o 
(Y") 
C'-J 
SHEfT 16 9(RRYPARK PLACE ANO AV£NU£ BEGINNING TO ~ 
SHerT 17 8(RRYPloRI< AV(NU( 2"+00 TO £NO 
SHeer 18 QFFSITE S£Vt(R TRUNK 
SHerr 19 C£NTRAlPARK 5T. 6+50 TO (NO 
SHEET 20 C£NTRALPARK ST. BEGINNING TO 6+50 
SHUT 27 PARKMQNT WA Y BEGINNING TO 70+00 
SHeeT 22 PA.RKMONT WAY 10+00 TO (NO 
SHEET 2J RIVfRPARK COURT BfGlNlNe TO [NO 
SHEeT '" DRAINAGE F'AClUncs 
SHEeT 15 IRRICA nON PLAN 
SH(£T IPS IRRIGA T,ON PUMP STA nON 
SHCfT LSI SANITAAY S£~R urT STAnON PLAN 
SHf!T LS2 SANITARY S£M;'R LIFT STAnON SCHCUATrC 
SHeeT CI1 CANYON HILL LA, T(RAL CROSSiNC A, T SYRINGA, Sl 
PBAECT 1IfHQIIJ.BKS 
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LEGEND 
e Found bra .. cop man-um."t 
• Set 5/8 i"ch dlo • .It 30 inch iron pin 
w/plostic COp PLS 7732 
o Found S/B inclt dio. iron pI'" 
• Set '/2 inch dlo. .It 2. inch Iron pin 
III/plastic cop PLS 7732 
(!) Blode Number 
Prop.rty boundary line 
UtYity. drainage and irrigation eoseme-nL 
Unleu othfIrWin noted .. ,'dths !!Ihall be-" 
-; ''-''5' 
']','- t- ~,,- ~ 
cs ,/I, cat.. -SFC Z3 
.,.... LS 8'11· 
rPM' fG2'Z2'XJ I! 20' (TYP) 2~ .~ .'-36 1 J5 ±34 r (unless oth~ise noted) r 1......--$·
I<- I~ 
,-/JJ ~$'; L211-" ~.~~r-f-..:.. ~'!b"l.. ~ "-J / /"... .:~~ I. \ .. 11 I 
@I 
C79/ L ~,HO'" 
HEALTH CERTIFICATE 
Sanitary ,..,'trictions as rttqulrH by Idaho Code. 11f1. 50, Chapter t J haYe bHf'l 
.otisfied based on the State of Idoho. D."ortmant of £nvironmfH'ltol Quolfty (0£0) 
approval of the design pIons ond .peclf1cofJons OI1d the eond,.tiorrs imposed on 
th" dewtloper for continued IOtisfocfion of the sonltary ,,,,trictionlf, &yer is 
CCJutioned that at the time o( tht$ approval, no drinking water or ,ewer/,eptic 
(at:ilities we'(e constructed. Building COIIstrvCtfon con be allowed with appropriate 
bufldifJg permits if drinking water or .... er fQclllt/e!l ho'4 5irtce been constructed 
or if the develope'( is !limultoneously constructing those (oeH/Hes, If the daveloper 
folf' to cOt'),troct (cdlitf., or meet the other conditfons of DEQ. then ,anitory 
restrictions moy be reimpoHd. In oecordonce with Sectiot'l SO- t 326, Idoho Code, 
by th" iuvonce of 0 certificate of di!lopprovoJ. and no cot'l!ltruction of any 
bUIlding or shelter requiring drinkint) water- or tJewer/!Hptic facilities shoJi be 
o1l0wed. 
District HOc/tli Oeporfm""CRtHs Dote 
$'/.cot.~:l3 _ ~_ n .. . _ 
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NOTES 
Typicol Lot utility 
easement location!f. 
Typ;cal Lot utn,.ty 
Nsemltnt locoUon" 
lots 2 through r f Blocle S 
f. .A.II street rights of way shawn hereon are dedicated to the public for public use. 
2. The Oeveloper ond/or own.".. shall comply w;fh the Idaho Code Section 31-3805 or its 
provisions thot apply to irrigation n'ght~ 
J. Lot' Block 1 ls 0 comman area landscape lot to be owmed and mointointtd by the 
Montee-Ito Park No. 1 Homeowners Association . 
.f., Lot 1 Block 2. Lot , etoclc .l OIJd Lot 1 Btock 5 ore common oreo Jot, for the purpOse of 
stormwater detention and privot. parks and ore to be owned ond molnto;"'ed by th. "'ontecUo 
Pori< No, 1 Homeowners AssodatiOfl. Lot" sholl remain frH of encrooc:hm..,ts ond obstructions 
which may adwv-sefy impact the drainoge 5yst.m. 
5. Direct Lol access to Aviotion Woy i. prohibited unl ... sPlfclncolly allowed by the City of 
Cotdllfell. 
6, 1S.00-foot. unless ofharwlse noted. lrrigoNon eosl!met1t for the benefit of PlonHr 'rri9ation 
District. 
7. Th" portion of Lot 1 Blode J' Iymg betwHn the southeasterly boundory o( Lot 29 Black J 
and the northwestltrly bOl.Jndory of Lot 28 Block J sholl be covered by 0 blonket eo.ement for 
utIlities, droinage and irn'gation. 
8, Idoho Power Easement: This tronMniufon line easement requir •• 0 25.00-foot bUilding 
.!etback line from the northeasterly right-of-way boundory of .aId eostrnfrtt. Sold ,.tbock Une is 
located within Lots 1 through 11 Block 5, ond Lots , and 6 Block 2. Also. all londscopi"9 wit"in 
15.00 feet of said northeasterly n'ghf-of-rlJi0Y boundary sholl be limited to gross ond fow tht'lJbs 
and sholl hove no trees within thi, ar8O. 
9. All public utility. property drainage and irrigof;OfI eoStWnents shatl be ten (fO') feet in ",,;d!h 
and will be dedicated adjacent to all public streetts. Sete detaIl above for varlonCH In easement 
widths. 
la, All property drainage and irrigation easctmenls sholl be three and one half (J 1/2'} 'eet in 
Width and will be provided along 011 side fot lines, 
Ilul, ...... artuaeJd, lDf: . 
Protealoaal KDt/I> ...... Lu4 Sune10tw It PI .... ,. 
-=-=-= 311 "'41. st.. Ctdnr.u. 1D IQ805 
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LEGEND 
Cafcu/oted point 
s.t 5/8 jnetr dla. !It JO Inch iron pin 
w/p/o.tic cop P!.5 77J2 
Found SIS mch dio. iron pin 
S.,t 1/2 jnch dio. Jt 24 Inch iron pin 
lJt/plo$tic cop PLS 7732 
810cfc Number 
ProptH'ty boundary tine 
UtHity. Crolnoge and IrrigatIon eosernent. 
Unf"!f otherwl •• nottt<t wfdtha aholl be: 
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LEGEND 
Calculated point 
Found brass cop monumen! 
Set ~/8 Inch dio. x 30 inch iron pin 
W/P106tic cop PLS 7732 
Set '/2 inch dio. If 2. inch iron pin 
w/pI.otic cop PLS 7732 
Reference Alonumen t 
Block Number 
Property boundary lin. 
Utntty. drainage ond jrrig<1t1on eOS"dmMt. 
Unless otherwise noted widths sholl be: 
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G[N£RAL 
1. ALL WORK SHALL 8E DONE IN ACCOROANC( IMlH THE 200J EOIncw 
OF IDAHO STANDARDS FOR PUS/.IC I4(lRK$ CONSTRucnON (I,s.p.w.e.), 
TH€ AMERICANS MTH DISA8ILITIE'S ACT, THE CITY OF CALDWELL 
SUPPLEMENTAL SPEC/FICA TJONS AND STANDARDS (TO 8E DISCUSseD 
A r PR£CONSTRUCTlON MEETING) AND THE HIGHWAY STANDllROS AND 
D£veLOPM£NT PROCEDUR(S rOR THE HIGHWAY DISTRICTS or CANYON 
COUNTY. IDAHO SEPT. fg97. CONTRACTOR(S) SH,A,LL ,.,.AV( CURRrNT 
puBLiC WORKS LICENSE. 
2. CONTRACTOR(S) SHALL RETAIN AND PROTECT ALL EXISlING FEATURES. 80TH 
ABOVE' AND BELOW GROUND, UNLESS OTHER\MSE NOTED ON THE PLANS OR 
AS DIRECTf:O BY THE [NGIN(eR. 
J. .A PRECONsrnucnON CONfERENCE IMU BE HELD A MINIMUM Of THREE 
(3) WORKING DAYS PRIOR TO START Of WORk. ALL CONTRACTORS, 
suBCONTRACTORS AND/OR UTILITY CONTRACTORS SJ-/OULD 8£ PRESENT. 
THE CONTRACTOR SHALl. SUBMIT FOR HIGHWAY DISTRICT REV1'E'W A TRAFne 
CON TRot PLAN A T mE PR£CONSTRucnON CONfEF?ENC£ ( FOR HI(;HWA Y 
DISTRICT). SAID TRAFFIC CONTROL. PLAN SHALL 8£ IN ACCORDANcr WITH 
mE: MANUAL OF UN/FORM TRAFFIC CONTROL DElIIcrs L .... TEST EDITJON, 
4, ALL LOT DIMENSIONS, [ASfM£NTS AND CERTAIN oFr-srr£ £ASflJENTS 
ARC TO BE TAKEN fROM THE PLAT OF THE APPUCA8LE SUBD/IAS/ON 
5. EARL. MASON.t STANFIELD. INC. *U PROWDE (7) scr OF CONsmucTION 
STAKES FOR THE FOLLOWING ITfIrlS: ROUGH GRADING. SANITARY SE~R. 
MANHOLES AND seRVICE LOCA nONs. ANO tOP SACK OF CURB, 
6. ALL CONSTRUClION STAKes MUST 8£ REOUEST£D A MINIMUM OF FIVE 
(5) WORKING DA'r'S PRIOR TO PtANNF:D USE. 
7, THE CONTRACTOR(S) SHALL CLEAR AND GRUB PROPOsro STREETS 
WHICH SHALL CONSIST OF CLEARING THE GROUND SURFACE OF 
ALL MA1[R/AL NOT SUiTABL.E rOR TNE rUTURE USE ON SiTE. SAID 
MA T£RIAL SHALL. 8E DISPOSED OF OFF SfTE' AT TN£ CONTRACTORS 
£'j(P~NS£, 
B. CERTAIN CONTROL P()JNTS ~LL BE sn 8Y THE ENGINEER, OR ITS 
REPRES(NT ... n\/[. 'M-fICH ARE CRtnCAL TO THE CONSTRucnON 
STAKING OF THE PROJECT. THE$( POINTS ~LL 8E DESIGNATED AT 
THE TIME THey ARE srr AND THE CONTRACTOR SO NonFifO. 
DeSTRUCTION OF" THeSE POINTS 9'1' THE CONTRACTOR OR HIS 
SUBCONTRACTORS SHALL 9£ GROVNDS FOR CHARGING THe CONTRACTOR 
FOR COST OF fif-fSTA8LJSHING SAID POINTS. 
9, THe- CDNTRACTOR(S) SHALL MAINTAIN ALL EXlsnNG DRAINAGE 
FACilITIES mTHIN THE CONSTRucnON ARCA UNTIL THE DRAINAGE 
IMPROVCMENTS ARC IN PLAce AND FUNCTIONING. 
10, ALL CONTRACTORS WORKING WITHIN THE PROJ(CT BOUNDARIES ARE 
RESPONSI8LE FOR COMPLJANCC -'TH ALL A.PPUCA8L£ SAfETY tAWS 
OF ANY JlJRISDlcnONAL eDDY. THe CONTRACTOR SH,l,LL BE 
RESPONSIBLE FOR ALL. BARRICADES, SAfETY DC~C£S AND C(')HmO(. 
OF TRAme ItITHIN AND AROUND THE CONSTRUCTION AREA. 
11. E:XIS nNG ASPHAL T CONCRETE PI. VfMeHT SHALL 8£ CUT TO A NfA T 
STRAIGHT LINE PARALLEL OR PERP(NDICULAR TO THE STREET 
CEN TERL/NE AND THE eXPOSED EDGE SHALL B£ TACKED ~rn 
[MULSION PRIOR TO PAVING, EmnNG CONCR£1£ PA\,£MENT SHALL 
BE CUT TO A NeAT STRAIGHT LINE PARAllEL OR PERPENDICUL.AR TO 
THE STRUT CENTERLINE AND THe EXPOSED EDGE SHALl. HA1,£ DOMELS 
INSTALLeD AND lHe fDGE CCArro .w1H TAR AS REQUIRED 8'1' TH( 
(NG1NEXR, 
12. ALL MA TrRIALS FuRNISHED ON OR FOR 1HE PRO..£CT MUST UE(T THe 
UINIMUM RfOUIREMENTS Of THf APPROVING ACCNCIES OR .. S ser 
FORTh HeREIN. WHICk£V£R IS MORE R£STRlcnY(, 
tJ. CONTRACTORS MUST fURNISH PROOf rnA TALL MA TERIALS INSTALL£D 
ON THIS PRO.£CT M(ET THE A80V!' R£QUIR£M£NTS AT THE REQUEST 
OF THE AGENCY AND/OR [NGlNC[R. 
t4. THE LoeA nONS OF (It/STING UNDERGROUND UT1LITIES ARE SHOIItN IN AN 
APPROXIMATf WAY ONLY. me CONTRACTOR $HALL D£T£RM/NE THE EXACT 
LOCA. TlON OF ALL EXISTIHG UTILInES BEFOR( COMMENCING \KIRK. THE 
CON TRACTOR AGREES TO 8£ fUll. Y R£SPONSI8LE FOR ANY ANO AU 
DAMAGES WHICH OCCUR 8Y HIS FAILURf TO eXACTLY LOCA7£ AND PRESERVE 
ANY AND ALL UNDeRGROUND Ul1LITJCS. CONTACT OIG-LiNE AT 
1-8oo-J42-1585 
15. ALL COSTS or RETfSTING FOR PREVIOUSLY fAILED TESTS SHALL Bf 
8ACKCHARGED TO THE CONTRACTOR BY THE OWNER, 
16, ALL COSTS TO THE CONTRACTOR INCURRED IN CORRECTING DEFICIeNT 
WORK SHALL 8£ TO THE CONTRACTORS ACCOUNT, fAILURE 10 
CORReCT SUCH WORt( IMLL BE CAUse fOR A STOP 'NORK ORO[R AND 
POSSIBLE TERMINA nON, . 
17. WORK SUB';(CT TO APPROVAL BY ANY POLITICAL. SueDIVlSION AND/OR 
AGENCY MUST BE APPROII£D PRIOR TO: (A) PLACING OF CONCReTE, 
(8) PLACING Of AGGR£GATF BASE. (C) PLACING OF' ASPHALT 
PA VlNG. (D) BACKnLLlNG TRtNCHES fOR PIPE. WRK DONC IW1HOUT 
SUCH A.PPROVAl. SHALL NOT RWEV( TH( CONTRACTOR FROM THE: 
RESPONSIBILITY OF peRFORMING THE WORK IN AN ACCEPTABLE IttANNFR. 
f8, ALL CONTRACTORS WORKING i'ATHIN THE puauc ROAD RIGHT-OF-WAY 
AR£ R£QUlRED fa SECURe A RIGHT-OF"-WAY CONSTRUCTION P£RMIT 
FROAl THE: CITY Of' CAL.DIt£'U .• 1.1.0, AND/OR APPLlCA8t.£ HIGHWAY DISTRICTS 
AT LEAST 24 HOURS PRIOR TO ANY CONSTRucnQN ~THIN SAID PU8Ue 
RIGHT-OF'-WAY. 
19. CONTR .... CTOR 10 PROVlD£" CRADE RINGS AS R£OUIRfL) TO S(T SAND AND 
GREASE TRAP RIM ElEVA noNS TO FlNISHED CRADe. 
20, NO PIT RUN. BALLAST OR SUBflAS( AGGRCGA Tf SHALL fI£ PLAceD ON ANY 
ROAD OR STRErT VNnL THE SUBBASC HAS BEEN APPROVED 8Y THE: 
ENGINEER OF RECORD. 
21. S[Kf:R AND WATER L1N[S MAY NOT 8£ PLACED IN SERVICE ItfTHOUT ManNG 
ALL CONDITIONS H£R£lN SPECIFlCD AND 1,~nr(OUT EXPRESS APPROVAL OF THE 
CITY ENGINCER. 
22. TRENCH BACKfiLL SHALL. CONFORM TO THE CITY OF CALDI'I£LL -RIGHT- OF'-
WAY TRENCH BACKfJLL SPEClFfCATlOpr OArrO f[8. JO, '995. 
23, ENGINEER TO PROVIDE: RfPRODUClBtl MYlAR RECORD ORAIMNGS OF COMPUTED 
r:ACILlTt£S TO CITY INCLUDING R£F(R(NC£ TO CITY OR 01H£R PERMANeNT 
8ENCHMARK. fNGINEER OF R(CORD TO PROVIDE PROOF OF GENeRAl.. 
CONFORMANCE IWTH PLANS AND SP£CIFlCA nONS, 
2". THE CITy or CAlDKf'LL HAS THE OP71ON TO INSPECT ALL CONSTRucnON AT 
ANynME. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL. Nonfy mE CITY OF CALDI'{'LL 24 HOURS 
PRIOR TO CONSTRUCTION, 
PRIOR TO POURING CURB AND euT1£R A TfN (10j fT. 7[ST SEcnON SHALL 
BE POURED ANO INSPECTE:D 8'1 THE ENGINCER OF RECORD TO ASSURE 
CONfORMANCE WITH IS.P. W:C. STANDARDS. 
26. STREET SIGNS SHALL BE INSTALLEO BY DEYflOPER TO CITY OF CALDWELL 
SPECIFICATIONS UPON COMPLEOON OF PAVING CAU 455-.]072 FOR 
FURTHER DETAILS. 
27. EACH CONTRACTOR SHALL B( RfSPONSI8i.£ fOR ACQUIRING ANY NECESSARY 
NPD£S PERMITS. FILING ANY NOI'S. AND PREPARING A POlLUTION PReVE:NnON 
PLAN (PPP) IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE fNYfRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY. 
CONT.ACT THE fYA AT (20B)JJ4-94.B9 FOR THE REOulRED INFORItfAl1OH. 
SAlD PERItfI1 SHALL 8£ PRESENTED TO THE OItNERIZ'£V£LDPER AT L£AST 411 
HOURS PRIOR TO THE BEGINNING OF CONSTRucnOH. 
2B. IDAHO PO'M:R SHALL PROVIDE STU8 INTO LANDSCAPE COUUON LOTS, LOCARON 
AS DJR£CTrO 81' OWNER 
29. IF STRCET LIGHTS POtCS OTkER THAN IDAHO POWfR MAINTAINED POLES 
ARE TO 8E INSTALLED AND OCDICATEO TO THE: CITY. THEN A 1-
CONDUIT SHALL 8£ INSTALLED IN THE JOINT unvnEs TRENCH. THIS srua 
SHALL 8£ USED FOR STRUT LI~T ELECTRICAL S£RV1C(, S££ UGHTING PACKAGE 
SlJBMITTfD TO CITY BY mE DEYnOPER rOR LIGHTING DETAILS (8Y OTHeRS). 
CONDVIT INSTALLED 8Y THE D£VfLOPfR SHALL I-IAV(" MINIMUM 
8URIAL DEPTH or 32- AND SHALL. BE MARKED WITH 8URtAL TAPE. ALL 
S1R'££T UCHTS AND APPURTfNANCES SI-IALL ME[T IDAHO POI'{'R CO. 
STANDARDS. 
JO, ALL STR££T LIGHT L.OC,UiONS ARE SUBJECT TO A()Jt)S1JJENT. THE DEV£LOPER 
OR HIS DCSIGNA 1£0 RfPRESENTA nvr SJ-/ALL SUBMIT A copy OF THE: 
SUBDIV1S10N £lfCTRICAl/JOINT ununES PLAN fO THE CfTY FOR O£TERJ"fINA nON 
OF FINAl. STReET LIGHT LOCAnONS PRIOR TO THE PRECONS11fUCRON UE£nNG. 
Jf, srr CITY Of CALDI+E'LL SUPPLEMENTAL SP£CtrlCATlONS AND STANDARDS FOR PIPE 
BEDDING REOUIRfMfNTS 
WA1fR 
1. THE WA1'fR SYS1E'M SHALl. 8E CONSTRUCrr.D TO CONFORM IMTH mE 
STANDARDS SET rORTk IN THE AMeRICAN WATER WORKS ASSOClAnON 
(AWWA) STANDARDS, iDAHO RULES FOR PuBLIC DRINKING WATfR SYS7DfS· 
(I.R.P.D.W.S.), THE IDAHO STANDARDS FOR pUBue WORKS CONSTRUCTION 
(I.S-P.W.C.), AND THE CITY OF CAtoM'LL SUPPLEMENTAL SPECIF1CAnON$ 
AND STANDARDS. (SEE NOff: NO. 21 UNOE:R -GeNERAL -), 
2. WA TER DISTRIBunON MAINS SHALL. Bf CONSTRUCTED ~TH CLASS 150 
PVC (POlYVINY1.-CHLDRIDE) PIPE, CONFORMING TO AWN"" C-9OD. 
THE PIP( SHALL BE INSTALlED IN A WORKMANLIKE MANNER BY 
PERSONS PROPERI. Y QUAl/flED TO PERfORM SAID WORK AND SHAU BE 
IN CONFORMANCE. \WITH THE MANUFACTURER'S RECOAIiJENDATlQHS AS 
APPRO\IED 8Y THe CITY fNGINEER. 
J. ALL WA rrR MAINS SHALL HA lIE A MINIMUM COY£R OF 42 INCNES FROM 
FINAL. FINISH GRADE AF1£R JNSTALLAnON OF THE WATER MAINS. THE 
TRENCHES SHAll 8E CtiMPAClfD TO 95'" OF MAX/MUll STANDARD PROCTOR 
OCNSfTY TO PRE~NT FURTHER S(TTlEIJENT. ALL MAINS SHALL fiE PRESSURE/ 
LEAK 1fSTrD. FLUSHED AND SANITIZED AS PER I.S.p. we. AND WA '(£R NOfF 
NO, of. ALL TESnNG SHALL BE APPROVED BY THE CITY OF CALDIt£U. 
8(fORE CONNECTING TO THE MUNICIPAL SYSl£M. 
4. ALL WATl'1? MAINS SHALl 8E DISINFCCTED ACCORDING TO THe AWWA 
C6!11 SPECIFICATIONS. L"'TEST EDmON. 
(A) THC DISTRIBUTION SYSTFu SHALL 8E PRESSURE l'£sTEO AT I 1/2 
nWE OPERA TJNG PRESSURE OR A MINIMUM ISO psi. 
(8) PRIOR TO use OF THE WA T£R MAIN, IT SHALL BE DlSINFECTEO 
ACCORDING TO SPECIFICATIONS or THE A.W.W,A. AND 
THEN 'lUSH£D, TH£ DISINrEcnON AND FINAL rWSHING 
PRDcrOURE SHALL 8E TESrrO TO DCTfRIrfINE If mE 
APPRoPRIA TE: M/N/IJUM CHLORINE ReSIDUALS HAil( BEEN 
()(C£!OED. CI TY PERSONNEL SHALL Sf p~eS£NT AT TlMC 
WA 7£R SAMPLE IS TAKeN. 
5. A.U. GATE VALvE'S SHAU BC rCANGtD AND/OR MECHANICAL. JOINT 
(M.J,) ANO SHALL. CONFORM TO AWWA. C-S09 SPECIFICATIONS AND 
SHAll HAY( A 200 P.S.I. WORKING PRESSURE RATING. ALL VAL YES 
SHAU B£ ANCHOReD IN CONfORMANce ro THE OETAJL SHOWN IN THE 
I,S.P.W.c. 
6. ALL TEES, PWGS, CAPS AND BENDS, AND AT 0 mCR l.DCA TlONS 
rrHERE UNBALANCED FORCES CXlST. SHALL 8£ seCURED AND ANCHORED 
BY SUITABLE THRUST BlOCKING AS SUO""" ON THESE PLANS AND AS 
REQUIReD PER I.S.P.W.C, sa "OJ/404. RnAINER GLANDS MAY BE USED 
IN U[U OF L THRUST BLOCKS SHO~. 
7, NO, 12 DIRfCT BuRIAL IMRE SI-IALL se PLAceD ALONG THE NORTH 
AND EAST SIDE OF WA T£R MAINS AND SeRYfCE LINES. WIRE SHALL 
9E TAPED TO CA 1£ VAL. ~ SO IT IS ACC[SSI8Le FROM ABO~ BUT 
DOES NOT INTERFERE ~TH VAL't1: OP£RA nON. 
8, EARL. 'MASON ... STANFIELD. INC. WILL PROVIDE ON! (1) seT OF 
CONSmuCTION STAKES fOR EACH OF TH( F'OUOItl'NG ITEMS: WAT£R 
MAIN LINES. nRC HYDRANTS AND 5£RYlCE CONNfCl1ONS. 
9, CONTRACTOR SHALL NOTIFY THE £NGINEER AND TH£ etTY OF 
CALD\4£U. WA1FR DEPARTMENT THREE (J) WORKING DAYS B£FORE 
INITIAl.. CONSTRUCTION BEGINS IoND SHALL ALSO NOnFY CITY OF 
GALOMU WA1I'R DEPARTMeNT TWENTY-FOUR (24) HOURS IN 
AOVANC£ OF BACKFILUNG. THe CITY OF CALDM"LL MA Y INsPECT ALL 
WA1£R MAINUN£ CONSTRucnON. WA7!'R MAIN SHALL Bf INSP£Crro 
BY THE OMN£R'S ENGINEER. 
10. CONTRACTOR 10 FIELD VERIFY ALL VALYf' BOX LID nEVA nONS 
MATCH fINAL GRADE. AND ALL M£TE:R LID ELEVA TlONS TO IttA TCH AN 
£XTfNSION Of THE SIDEWALK GRADE:. M£TERS SHALL BE: INSTALLED 
BCHIND THe SIDEWALK. 
11. VAl ~S flANGED OR M.J, SHALL BE LOCA TED IN THE STREET. AND 
FIRE HYDRANTS ARE TO BE C£NTERECJ BETWrEN 8ACK OF'SIDEwALK 
AND TN£ RIGHT-OF-WAY. 
12. WA TER SfRVlC£ UNES SHALL Be PLACED IN A 2 INCH OIAME"rrR 
SCHEDULE 80 WA 1'£R CLASS PIPE VfH[R£V£R THE' S£RYfCE LINE' 
CROSSES .Ai STREE:T DRAINAGE SEEPACC BED, THe Pipe SHALL 
eXTE;NO 25 fEET 8EYOND THE B£D eACH WA Y. 
1J. THE CONTRACTOR MAY PRESSURE TEST ALI. WAT£R LINES AfTER 
DlSIHFrCT1QN AND FLUSHING 8uT PRIOR TO INSTALLATION Of OTHeR 
unUTIrs. AFTER AU UTlLlnE5 ARE INSTALLED AND PRIOR TO 
PAYfNC THf CONTRACTOR SHALL peRfORM A FINAL PRESSURE 1£5T 
IMlH THE ENGINEER IN A TTfNDANCE, THE CONTRACTOR SHALL 
FURNISH ALL P(RSONNfL "'NO £QUlPMENT NECeSSARY TO CONDUCT THE 
rrST. CONTRACfOR SHALL. NOTIFY CITY OF CALDWElL 24 HOURS IN 
ADVANCE TO MTNESS FINAL PRESSURE 1£Sr. 
2310 
NO VERTICAl. OBSffiUCnONS OR LANDSCAPING SHALL 8E INSTALLED Wm~1N 
6 F(£T OF FlRC HYDRANT, EXCfPT LA~, ROCK OR BARK. 
'llHERE IT IS NeCESSARY FOR NON-POTABLE WA TfR A.ND WA TER TO CROSS £ 
OTHeR AND THC NON-POT.49/.£ WATER dN£ IS LeSS THAN f8- BELOW OR AI 
1H£ WATER MAIN. TH£ NDN-POTABL£-WATER UN£ CROSSING SHALl BE C£AiI 
UNED CAST IRON PIPE OR OTHE:R WATER CLASS PIPf, eACH WITH WA T£RTlGh 
JOINTS. OR (QUAL CONSTRUCTION, FOR A DISTANCE OF TeN (70) f(cr ON 8 
S/DeS OF WA1[R LINE. ONt: roLL LENGTH Of 80TH WATER MAIN AND NON-
POTABLE WA 1[R LINE SHALL 8E CENTeRED oveR THE' CROSSING PO/NT SO 11 
AU. JOfNTS MfLL BE: loS r AR FROJJ TI-IE CROSSING AS POSSlBL(. ~
69' SJRYGRefG 9R A6!i6f'SJliHJSRJ'G 'HE' 9t' P9J;' Bt£ W JlER Fe e8 'q)'i'M 
16 ItV1ER \AW" ST",S'Ii65,< 'fHe MiRe'? bJ E 6R' "et PBlilrBLC WAfER' U'il 
9R 99;" , Y 9E 8"'_&£:9 '" FSb'R (0 . G1 ES ge GS' 6Q£JC. '.e SbR£B 
H Rtf 8CJ:L seE 1.5,,0, luG. 58 497 bBR 1CSb R IE" 'FS, 
l. :A TER CONSTRUCT/ON MLL BE BY TH 
17, THf CITY OF CALD\4£LL WA TtR DEPT. P£RSONNfL. SHAll B£ PREseNi 
-wHEN OPE:RAnNG £XISnNG iN SCRVlCe WATeR VAL\O£S. THIS INCLUDes 
FtUSHING OF MAINS liND ALI. PRESSURe AND WATrR QUALITY TESTS. 
18. WA TrR MAIN CONSTRUCTION SHAlL BE IN ACCORDANCE wrTH THE CITY 
OF CALDWElL SPE'OAC}' nONS. CONeRt: If COLLARS SHALL BE PROVIDED 
FOR ALI. WA T(R VAL V[ BOXES IN ASPHAL T. COLLARS SHAt.1. BE 
ptACED IN ACCORDANCE TO I,S.P.W,c. 
19, CITY OF CALDI4£LL W~ TtR DEPARTMENT SHALL MAKE ALL HOT TAPS 
ON £XlS7lNli WA T£R Y""NS. 
20. ALL WATER MAIN CONST'RUClION Must MAV£ AT LeAST J' or HORfZONT4L 
S£PARA.noH AND 12- \f£RnCAL SEPARATION fROIl O~£R UTlUl'J£S ~GAS. 
"'LtPHONE. PII£R. tTC.) 
TH£ FOLLOWING ARE STANDAR()S SUPPLEMeNTAl. TO I.S.P. W.C. STANDARDS 
1. WATER PIPE: cuenl.£ IRON CLASS 51 DR 52, PVC IS TO BE: C-900 OR EQUAL 
ALL PVC PIPE: IS TO Be INSTAlleD WITH TRACER I+fRE FOR LINE LOCA nNG. 
(12 GAUGe IMTH DFft-SPLIC£ CONNECTORS). 
2. VALVfS .. - OR l.ARGER: ONLY R(SIL/ENT SEA'T(D VALVfS ARE: "'PPROVED (AWWA 
CSOJ-a7) AND SHAf..L 8E KE:NNEDY, CLOW, MUELLER. OR WA T(R(JUS ~m 2'" 
SQUARE OP(RATING NUTS 'MTH [f'THER FLANGED OR MECHANICAL JOINTS. 
J. VALY£ BOXES: CAST IRON, EXTfNSIOIV StEEy( TYPE. Of SUCH l.[NGTH ro R£ACt 
PROPOSED STR£ET CRADE' AT LfAST 6" LESS THAN FULL tXT(N$fON. ALL VAL VI 
Ba)(£5 IN THE ROAD I/IfLL B~ ClRCL£D IN 12" or CONCRET£. 
•. FfRE HYDRANTS: MUELt.£R CE.NTURION, Cl.OW MEDALLION OR WA. TEROU$ PACER 10 
PAINTrD Rto. ARE: HYDRANTS MUST 8E .lor LEAST A 4' 8URY HYDRANT. OIL 
RES£RVOIR IS REQUIRED ~nw ALL HYORANTS. TI'oQ 2-1/2 oun£T AND' STOUj 
OUTL£T AR£ REQUIRE1J. (THE: "'-1/2- stEAMeR OUTLET SHALL FACE THe MAIN 5 
AND EK 1B· 0480\£ FINAl. GRADE) 
5. METER Boxes: NON- TRAFnc AREA PERMA LOC. GAL VAN/UD STfn. OR PVC 
A T LEAST J/4- THICK, IN A TRAffiC ARtA CONCRnE TILE WILL 8E uS£D. 
~~~:;ii ~(a;/(fBi/~" AWli~_8~i~Rltdg; u(TCR BOX 
METeR SlZC 1-1/2" WILL BE IN A J6" MET[R BOX 
ME1£R SIX 2" jMLL BE IN A J8- METrR BOX 
LARGER \M'LL BE PUT IN A 43- ME'T(R BOX OR A MANHOle 
OOUflL£ 518- OR 3/"''' SERVICES *u 8£ IN A 2"" METrR BOX, 
6, irlE7(R S£TTrRS: rORD YBH92-18W-f1-JJ-B FOR 5/8" x J/ .... SIZE. seTTeRS S 
8E 5£T SUCH THAT IJE7(R INSTAllATION IIIfLL SeT THE M[T[R 8[TWfTN 12" AN! 
BELOW mE COW£R. ," IMU K FORD V8H9"-'Bw-/l-4.-B. FOR LARGER METER 
SIZES CONTACT WA T£R DePARTUENT. 
'7. M£TCR BOX COV£RS: SPANISH FORK FOUNDRY .5018 OR DdtL B-.5018 ONL Y, FOR 
ME7£R BOXES AND 5024 FOR 24- M£T£'If 80X[S. JS" AND LARGER MUST HAY(' , 
LEAST A 2 .... LID AND MUST 8£ FORMED AND pal/REO INTO CQNCR(1t. OR IN$U 
IN A MANHOU M1H A MANHOLE LID AND COVCR A.LL MCTfR liDS MUST HAy( I 
HOLe DRILLED FOR A TOUCH PA.D. TWO ~Dt.fS ARE ReQUIRED FeR OOUBLE Mfr[ 
SETTERS 
B. CQRPOR,4nON STOPS: FORO f-I100, OR MUfLLLR 1«1- lSODS 
9. WA T£R SERYfCE PIPE: SorT COPPER T'f'PE K 
10. SADDL(S: SADDLES AR( RfOUIR£"O FOR AU PVC SERVICE TAPS AND SkAtoL Bf R 
T01$. FORD fSfOJ. OR ROCKI'W:u. J15. 
ft. TAPPING stEEW:: ROCI<IiIf:LL. SMITH BLAIR 622. ROMAC rrs .. zo. rORD Frs. OR f( 
FAST TAPPING $(,££\'£. ALSO ALL STAINLESS STEEL Sl.EEVCS AR£ ACCEPTABf..£. 
12. JAA/NUNC FITTINGs' DUCnt.£' SHORT BODY WITH MECHANICAL· OR FLANGED J()INTS 
AS PER 1990 fSP~ SEC. 401.0J. 
1,1 /,IAINUN£: BLow-orr: NO. 78 KUPFCRLC BLOIV-orr H'fl)RANT INSTALLfD IN ~N 2< 
METCR BOX AND LID. 
I". SAMPLINC STAllON: ECL.IPSE NO. SS BY KUPFERL£ FOUNDRY CO, 
IS. coppeR r"'/(. Plfce $f.lALL [XTrNO HJ INCHES 8['(01'10 TH[ PROPERTY OWNER 511 
OF 1J(1[R BOX. 
16. S1VBOUrs FOR WATfR S£RVlCES SHALL BE MA~K£O )\fl'H A 2" It ." PAJNTtD Btu 
S£It£R/S'TCRU DRAIN 
1. ALL S('~R WORK SHAU BE DONe IN ACCORDANCe WITH THE LA 7£5T 
t:[)f1JON OF THE IDAHO ST~ND.4RDS fOR PU8UC WORKS CONSmUCTION 
(f.S.P• w. c.) AND THe OTY OF' CALDI'I£1.L StJPPLE/rJrHTAL SPECIFICA nONS 
AND 5 T ANOARDS. (S££ NO T£: NO. 21 UNDER ·CENERAL If). 
2. FINAL APPROVAl. ;'NO ACCEPTANCe 01" Au.. SCM£R CONSTRue nON *U 
SE' BY THE CITY OF CALDIt£U.. 
J . SEweR MANHOlES SHALl. 8( PER I,S,P. W.C, sm. D~. SO-Sal WI1H THE 
EXCEPTION NO ST('PS ARE ALLO'KD. ANY BENDS IN CUANN£l. SNAlL 
HAYE J.f/NJIrfUW 18" RADIUS MeASURED FROIJ C(NT[RLINE OF PIPE. 
STORM DRAIN UANHOlES SHALL 8£ PCR I.S,P.w.c. STD. O~. 50-&11 
I10fTH TH£ ( XC(P110N NO STEPS ARC ALLOWED AND;' fWt) FOOT SUMP 
IS RCQUIREO. 
4. AU S£~R INCLUDING STORM ORAIN PIPC SHALL 8£ 8ElL AND SPICOT, 
POtYVJNyt CHLORIDC (pvc). SDR JS, ASTloI D-J034 ( .... -15" DIAAlnfR) 
OR ASTM r-&79 (tB·!' ABO~ DlAArlETrR) UNLCSS 01H£R*S£ NOrED. 
R/CID COUPLER CONNeCTIONS $I-IAU 8£ INSTAlleD Wt-IER£ COUPLeRS ARE 
REOUIRED. A RUB8£R RINC IS 10 Sf INSTAlleD WHERE 1H£ PIPE IS IN 
CONTACT ~TW THE JroIANHCX£ BASC AHD/OR ITS CHANNa, IN ORDeR TO 
eNSURe A W .. UrRnCHT SEAL 
5. S£'~R INSPCCTJONS !ttL! B£ PCRFC}RMCO BY THe fNGIN~£R OF f?[CORD. 
THE CONTRACTOR IS RCSPONSIBLE FOR peRFORMING THE WORK IN ioN 
ACCEPTABlE MANNER. 
S. 57U8OUTS FOR SERVlC£ LINES SHALL Bf MARKeD IN ACCORDANC( 
Wl'TH TH£ CITY OF CALD~LL SPfCJnCAnONs. MARK SDtVlC( LINES 
WITH 2 X 4 IWfAPPED ",TH F1NOfR MfR£ (I.S.P.W.C. 50-.512). 
CONTRACTOR TO Honry ENGINEER MieN THIS IS ACCOIriPf..ISHCO SO 
rnA T ANY DESTRUCTION OF SA,wC IS NOT 8ACKCHARGED TO THe SfW£R 
CONTRA.CTOR. SeRVIce STU80UTS MIIU. BE TO THE POINTS SHOIItN IN 
THE DRA*NG OR AS MIo.RK£D BY THE eNGINeeR IN THE FJEW. 
m£ SEweR SERVICE MARKER SHAU Bf IN PLAce FOR mE rtN.AL 
INSP£,cncw. SfRYfC£ UN£S SHAU. EXT£ND AVE (5) F'£(T (YIN.) BnOND 
mE RIGHT-Or WA Y. 
7. PRIOR TO FINAl.. ACCEPTANC£. Io.FTfR IIU ununcs ARE IN AND 
PRJOR TO PAIANG TH! CONTRACTOR SHALL CONOUCT AN AIR 
1['ST OF' THE SEM'R JroIIo./NS. THe CONTRACTOR SHALL CONTACT 
TH£ CITY OF' CAtDIt£Ll. AND [NGlNE!Tt or RECORD A /.IINjMiJM 
OF 24 HOURS PRIOR TO T(STlHG. THE: CONTRACTOR SHAU FURNISH .All 
(QUlPAIENT .4.ND peRSONNEl TO P(RFOFW TH£ 1£5T. 
B. ALL MANHOLES SHALl.. 8E CONSTRUC1£D SO .4.S TO 8E WA TER- nGH T 
AND MfTH THE TOP OF CONE LOCATED .wTHIN ONE (I) FOOT or rHE 
rtNiSHED GR,4D£. THE SfM£R CONTRACTOR SHAll. SUPPLY ALL UO 
ASS£MBU(S ANO TH£ REOUIRED NUMBER OF RISER AND GR.Aor RINGS. 
THE: SEM'R CONTRACTOR SHALL finD VERIF'Y THE nEVATlONS OF 
7H£ TOP OF' THE: MANNOl£ CONE TO ASSURE THA 1 All RING 
[LEVA nONS MATCH FINAL STRE£T GRADCS. MANHOL£S SHAU HA ~ 
'2 INCH MAXIMUM OF GRAOe RINGS. 
THE COMPLcnON OF WORK. TH£ (NeINEER SHAU suS .. ,T A 5£T 
RECORD DR .... ~NGS TO TH£ CITy OF CALDWEll. 
SC It£R S(RVlC£ LINes SHALL B£ PLACCD IN SIX (6) INCH DIAMETfR 
WA TER CLASS PIP( CONDUITS WHCRE S£cPAG£ TRENCHES ARC 
tNCOfJNT[RED. 
Zf. EARL. MASON de STANA£LD, INC. ~LL PROVIDE ONe (I) 5(T Of 
CONSTRuCTION STA/(ES fOR EACH OF mE rOlt..O'MNG ITrMS: 
SEItE"R UNC5. MANHOLES AND SERYlC£ CQNN(COON5.. 
22. CONTRACTOR SHAll. ClEAN AND FlUSH A.Ll SEKR },fAJNS. NO CRA VEl. 
OR CONSTRUCTION DEBRIS SHALL BE AlLO~O TO £NT£R THE CITY 
S£V!£R SYSTeM. 
2J. CONTRACTOR SHA.{.L PROytO[ TElEVlS/NG OF THE S .... NITARY S£It£R MAJNS 
AT CONiRACTQR'S EXPENSCS. THe TEl[VlS/NC CONTRACTOR SHALL BE 
APPROVED BY TH[ O'TY OF CAlDJoICLL. MAINS SHALL 8[ FlUSHfD PRIOR 
TO T£lUISING, AND TrL£VlS/NG SHALL OCCUR A IJINI/tIUJroI or ONE It£'EK 
pRIOR TO PAVING. CONTRACTOR SHAU NOTIFY THE CITY OF CALD~LL 
A MINIMUM or 43' HOURS PRIOR TO T(L£'r1SJNG. AT A MINlWUW, THE 
VlO[O TAPt AND MITTEN LDC SHALL INClUDe A RUNNING FooTACC 
COUNT(R, UST THC STARTING AND (NOIHG WANHOCES, UST SER'r1CE'S 'MTH 
QUADRANT ORICNTA nON. AND ANY SUSPECTrD DCF1CI£HCI£S. ANY 
R£- rfLEWSlNG DEEMED NECESSARY BY TH£ CITY fNGlNffR SHALl. 8E 
AT THE CONTRACTOR'S CXPENSE. mc SEWER SYSlDI SHALL Be APPRO't£D 
PRIOR ro ASPHALT PA'w1NG. 
2of. WHE~ CONNEcnNG NeW SERVICC LINES TO (X1STlNG SCIllf'R MAINS, TAPPING 
$.AOOU'S SH.AL:.. 8£ unuZEO. CITY OF" CALDWELL OR £NGlN££R or RECORD 
S~""Ll OBSERVE' TAP PRIOR TO BACKFILLING. NonFY CITY OR (NGIN!£R A 
MIN/AlUM or 48 MRS. PRIOR TO TAPPING SEM:R WAIN. 
P~£SSVRE S£It£'R MAIN (Fore. Moin) 
I. ALL FORCE MAIN CONSTRUCTION SH~LL CONFORM \oWTH ffl£ 200J 
(DlnoN or TH£ IOAHO STANDARDS FOR. PUBLIC IoKJRKS CONSTRUCTION. 
2. !'-;H pi:;~iK!/raC;'tT~~~SHALL BE CLASS 200 C-900 (Gosh led) PIPe 
J. -"I ll 6 ·. F'lTTtNCS SHALL HAvt CONCRETr THRUST 
BLOCKS INSTAL1.£D. 
4, SM, p, V.c. rORCE WAIN SHALL 8£ PRESSURE Tfsrro AT 
50 P.S.I. GR!,4. rcR rHAN THE WORKING PRESSURe 
rOR A P(RIDO OF Z HOURS. IN ACCORDANce wm, 
MANUFACTURERS RCCOUM£HDA nON$. rrST SHALL Sf 
WlTN[SSEO 8Y ENGiNEER OF R£CORO. 
S. 6 "" rORce MAIN SHALL HAV( A AllNJUUAl COV(P OF Js". 
THC TReNCHes SHALL B£ CQMPACrrD TO 95 .. OF MA'XIMUN 
::JENSITY TO PRC'V(NT FUIUHCR SfT1t£AfENT. 
6. CONTRACTOR SHALL INS TAU LOCA toR IttR[ *m AU FORCf MAINS. 
WIRe SHAU BE '2 GAUGE FOR DIReCT BURY. AU CONNECTORS 
9. WHER£ CONCRETE COLLARS ARC usro, THE PAVING CONT1tACTOR SHALL SHAlL 8£ WITH DRI-SPUC( OR KINGS CONNECTORS OR APPROYfiJ 
seT TH( GRAlJ£ RINGS ANO POUR 171E CQNCR(Tl COLLARS PER 200J (OlIAL 'MRf SHALL 8[ FASTENCD TO TH( TOP or TliE PIP£ .4T 
I.S.P. W.C, 50-503 (XCQ'T NO ReBAR IS REOUtRro. THe PAlliNG A },fAXIM/JM INTrRVAL OF TCN ITEr. 
CONTffACTOR SHAll CONTACT THe CITY OF CAl..OWELL AND CNGINEeR f g~~~~o::o C::LZ~~Rk:R~rOUfrzE~o;:/:~ ~~~'~r~~LARS \.,&~'~'. -""fG~"",'j~~~  : QlL","<.N 2ls';.~~~)'(\!Jl'r;1I' ~·~t[n~::g:.O~~~IN:,:TA:~~L£::_:OO:::I..:S~::N.:.~sp:M:.:~:::.n_N_GJ) 
fa. THE HORIZONTAL S£PARA nON Of JHE WA 7fR AND seWCR MAINS SHALL 
8£ A MINtUIN OF rrN (10) raT. 
n. GROUNOWATER lE\o£LS SHALL Sf MAINTAIN£D snow mc BOTTO" OF 
THE TRCNCH DURING THe PIP£ LA YlNG AND PIPC ..JOINING 
OPERA nONS AND 'MilLE &,fAKING S(KR TA.PS. THe DEWA rERING 
"'£'0100 SHALL Be OISCUSSED IoWJH TkC ENGlN£ER AHD APPROVE:D 
PRIOR TO CONSTRUCTION. DITCHES AND STORM QRAJN F .... CILlneS 
7HAT ARC SlLl£D Due TO THE CONl'RACTQR'S O£WAT£RJHG SHALL 8E 
Cl£ANEO ANO RESTORfO TO 1HflR ORIGINAL STA Tt. B[DOING 
WA T£RIA!.S SH..tU 8£ 3/"- DRAIN ROCK. CONTACT DCO FOR ANY 
NEceSSARY SHORT TERM Acn\lfTY CXCWpnDHs. 
f2. Tk£ TRENCH ABOVE TH£ plP£ lONe Mfu 8£ Ift/SPECTrD sr THE 
eNGINEeR IN ACCORDANce ~m 'tHE LATeST EDmON or THe 
I. S.P.W.e. 
IJ'. sn,ER STATIONING VlfTHIN STRE£T R/~T OF WAY R£1. .... rrs TO STR[[T 
C£NTERl.IN£ STATIONING. IN ALL OTH£R CASes. STAnONING RUA TlS 
TO S£'WE'R C[NTfRUN(. 
J.f. SCW['R S£RVfCf LINeS SHALL Be INSTAU.£O PRIOR TO STRC£T 
IMPROVEMENTS. 
15. WH£R£ IT IS NECfSSARY FOR NON-POTABLE WM£R AND W,ATER TO CROSS 
EACH OTHeR AND THE SE\4£R LIN£ IS LESS THAN 1B- 8£LOW Off ABOVE 
& ~~T~~: :';~N'ORTH~r:c~:.4.~: =1~;tN:!~B~~!Z;~/~:T 
JOINTS OR £QUAL CONSTRUCTION, FOif A DISTANCE OF T£N (10) FEer ON 
80TH SIDES or WA T£R lIN(. ON£ ftlLL LINGTH OF 807)1 WAT[R MAIN A.ND 
SEMER LINE SHAll 8£ C£NT£R£D O\l£R THE CROSSING POINT SO THAT ALL 
JOINTS IMLL st: AS FAR 17t0lJ TH£ CROSSING AS POSSl8LL. "'ff'rt 
tlCI:I er 6651mB" 9 9" ~9 5JRb6R 9 "E SC~" 16 ea F8~" 
r.s n, *fR "" S."....8 ... "85. lfiE' ""'leA l:HIiC BR S£I\ER tITlE BR 
as." oW,." BE el~Sf8 iN F8t1~ (lJ Ihef E5 sP ea ERERE, ItIE'Sbr;,£8 
\' Ji E 8Elb SEE I.&P. ItliQ 56 '9" reff 1f('8",W'1! IJ5. 
~DIVISlON H5. TR£NCH eXCA VA 1100 ANO TR£NCI-4 BACKntL $HALL 8f PERfORMED IN ACCOROANCe 'M1H JOO- TR£NCHlNG OF THe IDAHO STANDARDS 
FOR PUBUC WORKS CONSTRUCTION .4NO CEN£RAL Norr NO. 21 
17. AN EcceNTRIC CONf SHALL 8E USED ON SANITARY SCKt"R MANHOl..£S 
CRf:ATER THAN FOUR (.) FEET DE£P. WItH OiE ~RT1CAL WALL 
PLACED ON TH! UPsmfA., Sloe AND ROTA TfO 4S D£GRCES. 
MANHOLES /.£SS THAN FOUR ( ,,) fEET DEEP SHALL HAY( CONC£NTRIC 
CONES. 
'8. ALL SEWER AMNHot..E CO\lt'RS SHALL BE UARKCD -S£~R" AND ALL 
5 TORM DRAIN MANHOLE CO!,l£RS SHAU BE /.lARKED -STORM DRAIN·. 
a. CONTRACTOR SHALL INSTALL FINDER T~PE MtTli .ALL FORce 
,\IIAINS. TAPE SHALL B£ 2" ""0£, MfTAlLIC ReD IN CotOR, 
MtTk ~r WOROS. DANCER. IJN$AFf WAT£R OR NON-POTABLE 
WA ffR ClfllRL'" MARKEO ALONG TH£ LENCTH OF THE TAPr. 
rAPC SkALL Be P!,.ACED BETVt£[H 6- 8£LOW THf SURFACE 
AND h'· ABOII( THE TOP OF THE PIPE. 
IRRIGATION 
f. THC HORIZONTAL S(PARAnQN or IRRlGAT10N AND DOU(Snc WAT[R MAINS 
SUAL!. BE A MINIWUM OF T£N (fO) F'£(T. 
2. 101~~ I '1~ [CESSARY FOR IRRlGA. nON AND WA TER TO CROSS EACH 
& ~~E:/:~ ::;N,IR~/~~C;~C;/~~~~R~~~~S~~O:c ~£Mi~TVE 
LINeD CAST IRON PIPE OR OTHER WAT[R CUSS PIPE. CACH IMTH WA1£R-
TIGHT JOINTS. OR EOUAL CONSTRUCTION. fOR A DISTANCC OF 1'(N (r0) FU 
ON 80Trf SIDES OF WATER tlN(. ONe F'VU. LENGTH OF BOTH WATER MAIN 
AND IRR/GA nON LINE SkALl. B£ CfNTERED 0\0'£04 THE CROSSING POfNT SO 
rnA T ALL JOINTS MU 9£ AS FAR FROM THe CROSSING ,t$ POSSIBLE.-IN-
L Eb 9F BB SfRbJeJfttS eR RRe .5fRbefflJS fllC RR16' lie" 16 Be I B"'" 
J'6 II,HER' snhB .1i'65, "/f "~fER til f 8R qq""",e L/hE 8R 
BST """ 8C E S 5E9 ' J t=SbR (fj sties SF BSt GREJ£, ~nStl~8 
:IH AI! Bat. SEE 1.!I.'.A.a 3D .", Fe" ill!ftJtMI'~f,,1':!. 
J . If THe PIP[ IS FRU-DRAINING, A MINI/rJUIttt or 2-1/2 FEFT or CO\£R 
WILL BE: ALLOWE'D IN AU AREAS EXC£PT WITkiN THE !WADWA Y. 
UNDER ROAOW..t 'f$ OR IN ARCAS WH£Re TH£ Pipe IS NOT FR(£ 
DRAINING, A MINIMUM OF J-t/2 FEET OF CO'r£R SHAI.!. Bf RfOUIRfD 
rROM flNIS~ CRAOE. 
4. LOeA TOR MR[. LOCATOR MfR£ SHALL 8( INSTALLED ItHJoI AU 
IRRIGATION MAINS. WlR£' SHALL S( EXTENDED TO TH£ SURfACE AT All 
V..tLV£' BOX[S, WIRE SHALL BE I2-GAUCE FOR OIRE:CT BURY . ..tu 
CONNfCTlONS SJoIA/.!. Bf MfTH DRI-SPLICC IM'RC CONN(CTQR$ OR 
APPROV(O roUAL. WIRe $HAU 8E fASTfHED TO THf TOP Of THe PIP! 
Ai A MAXIMUM IHTCRVAL OF 10 F'£ET. 
5. fIND£.R TAPC: FiNDeR TAPE SHAU. 8£ INSTALLED ~TH ALL IRRICAnON 
M.AIN5. TAP! SHA/.L 8£ 2- ~Of, uCTt4WC RCD IN COLOR, IMTk THE 
WORDS "DANCER UNSAFE WA1£R· OR "NON-POTABLE WAT(R" CLEARLY 
MARKED ALONG THE L£NGT11 OF THE TAPe. TAPe SHAlL. Sf PLACED 
seMeN 6~ snow THE SlJRrAC£ AND II- ABO\l( 1),'£ TOP OF THe PIPE. 
6. WARNING TAGS SHALL 8E PERMANCNTLY SE:CUREO TO ALL IRRIGAnON 
RISERS, VAL\lES AND VAL\/( VAULTS. r-"lGS SHALL HA\I£ ·DANCER UNSAFf 
WATeR- PERUANtN1LY INSCRIB£(J. WARNING TAG FROW CITY or NAMPA 
IS AN APPROVCD TAG. 
7. ALL VAUt1S ANO YAL\I£ 80X COV(RS FOR TH£ PRESSURIZEO IRRICA.nON 
SYSl'DJ SHOUL D S£ ID(NnnED AS -IRRICAT1ON" OR "NONPOTA8L£ WATER-. ALL MANHOLf COVERS SH..tll BE MARKeD "IRRIGA nON". 
B. A NfNlltIVIl or 100 PSI IS REOUIRED FOR TH~ 
9. IRRfCA TlON !,lAIN SHALL S£ AST1I 0-22'" CtASS 150, MININUM. 
10. AIL /RRIG.A nON M)RI(' ... 1IA TrRIALS SHALL COMPLY 'MTH THE CURR£NT 
EDiTION or me STANDARDS. SPCClnCATJONS OF TH£ PIONEeR IRRIGAnON 
DISTRICT. 
RECORD ORA WING 
J '" 
.~ 
'" ~ l;1
i s.: ~ " ., ~ en i ~ '" it ~ u 
'" cH l!J 
'Ill" I 
,;" !11~~~~ 
.. ro .. 
." .. I g 
.. .;o.~~ I ffl~~i; j ~ 1'l . -
-1 ~ a! 
;; 
~ 
I!:! 13;", 
~ti! l: t.J~Q i ~~~I I dl:R ill 
g~ ~g z->:~ , ci -'.., ~ g z 
;:: 
" 0 ~ ~ 0 ~.;.: ;.0 en ~~ '" ~~~ ~CO 
h 
I'--
-
> 
~ ~ Q: 
~ S f-
! I!:! '" '" ~ CI) Oi ~ ~ ... ~ 0 "'~ ~ .., 
"g § ci " ~ .. ~§ ~ i:J J: VI 
\ 
_,~ ... _ ' ........ .... ............. ... :.H~ .... "ltJI: I'IEST 
i toIAHAC{W:HT P~ACTlC£S 8'" #Q. PRO'o'lO£ A IItHI/oItJ" Of" ONE 'IIIEll. PER (\o£IIl' 50' 
..., \ OF TRENCH lLHCTl-I 
rCA LtNGlH It .,.OTH 
I £~,,~~ I "1r' 
;:=i~piI!t;:;;;;;;;~;;;;;;;;;;;;;;~;;~;;;=;J!~r"""1lr"""1='1C,: ... ~C"'-:;"':::SANO:;. CRE,.\S[ tRAP (stt KTN\.S 
12'" ADS 5l0nm PIp£' FUll. LfH'TH THtS *tll ICls[ VAUlT CIA [QUlVAlDtT ~\. '-0.20' PLANT WIlt A$P'H~T (rnt.) \. "- 0.15' J / 4° "MIS ottISH£D CltA\o£!, l5.'. "'.C. (TI1".J o.a5' z· III/NUS 0If J/." JiWfJS CPUSH(D QlAt,(L (Tl'P., OR 1.00' PIT RUN ~A'o(1. 
:~~?w~.} ~Pa~ ROQC 
\oUIlICN. CUM (T1P.) 
I.S.P.W.C. 50-701 'lit'" 
SO OF eASE MOCK 
.., 
SDR-3S s.a.1mc WAX. APPIlQ'oC) BY EHQN££Jt, S[( PlAH fOft OIJll[T 
QUL f' R.AtNSTQR£ Sl'S PIPE ORIEHTAncw. 
~ ~~~ro:~l'S~----:~~;'. 
IUJHSTOfII( ONLY: 
J' C1F 2" WASHto OAAlN ROCI(, 
\L\'(l II: COWPACT TO 8!!- g5" 
Il(l.l n~ ottt$lTY. PlAc( ON 
ToP Of C[Ottxnt.£ rAeRle 
~,,~,,~~~-~ 
nLmI SAHO .sa: 
PRcn..[ .o.ow 
TYPICAL SCHEMA TIC 
GREASE TRAP & DRYWELL DETAIL 
(l[V:~OAS:'I£N~~~AIH"':M£ p~ & 
.. ...".",.AC1\MtJtS Jil(COMMOiQAllC*$. 
WIt" lJI(MOI .1)t 10Z. GEOT[Xnu: NOH_!JIIO~ 
FAliAIC (1OP .t: slDa'~ DRAIN ROO< snl'Dfs) 
(TOP. Slon .t: ItOf"TOW rOlll ftAlfl$TOR[ SYS1'[WS) 
HOlt: .. QIKlOHD .... m 15 OICCOf\ITtR(D ( ... s 
R[~O tY O\O:-oc.r.YAnOM). NonN O(SlGH 
[MQH£ER rOA OR'I'\II(U A(OtSiCH. 5([ PlAH rOR 
"NHSTOft( UX:,.,T\ON!. 
SU8(;RAD( C06IPACT IJP'PCff s" TO US 
or WA Je/ItIUIJ DCH9TY (TlP.) 
VISTAPARK DRIVE ENTRANCE ROADWA Y SECTION 
N" (rAONC I\I(ST) 
CON~ COI..1.M PEA ~'iE, 
L$PWC so- sc. _____ 
eO ~,,(AO(O C/tP 
'Ml'H .,..ARMING n,C, 
S£[ HOftS. 
SET lO 
nuSH 'tUM P,,~(NT 
"'ARK UO "SEM:fI;" 
smUT UGHT PARTS LIST: 
I) G£ srcn SQUM£ 
S1JfAIGHT AREA 
lfGH71NC; POI.E AIOOCL 
,'&SSS25SD41IDe 
1) GC OECASHf£l.D .ao 
LVUJHAHC Moon 
/f05OH2CMCJDS 
NOrr: (HO At'AII If£QUIIlEtl) 
• " THICK lNSlA.AtlON PAO lAllI', S£HSOII ... 
BAU.AST SHALL ".rer 
IOAHO PO"'flt 
SPeORe" noNS: 
1.0' 
CROUNOWAfn O[J>nt YAlU[S • to u' 
rACN EXlSMO CAOUHO. 
TYPICAL DRY WELL PROFILE 
NT. 
PVC CJ# III"T04~ """"'. PIPE SIZE so: Pl.AH 
+ 
,.,oJ 
ORIFICE PLA TE DETAIL 
",$ 
(, II <"-0: II--L=C-lI 
ill ~ lU II t 
PlAH ! t-,- T-~~~Of'F~n'~·· 
,.~ ... TtilltAL 
NOttS: 
1. tt[AH- (lJT AS5O'8lY SHAU. 8[ "S'$IJR£ 
"''''ItO N«J ltSlUI AS A PMT OF rOl'C£ YNf'I 
'''''''" 2. WNIfoIIHG TM SHolU. IHCWO£: ·CAUl\OM: 
PIl£SSlJftlZlD st .... l£TlEI'Ht:: SHAU.. It( t-l/2 
,"'-
l . 00, ""AM[ .t: JIt I'tP[ SIoIAU. BE l1USl'lC 
.. "" 
,. rOlfCtIJAM 
PRESSURE RATED CLEAN-OUT 
PER CITY REQUIREMENTS 
N" 
= =f!-~ .. 
5 ' ~ 
QETAIL CURB TRANSITION 
." 
-COfIIt*' All.IWt[AD FlTnNC TO 
mntrtG. ON( (I) tACH SlO( 
10 nr "'U".U TOCX~(III. 
&. 
~, 
• • OF 3/.· "NUS QtUSHEO JoeGIIEGA1I 
CCUPACftD to Nil STAHOuttt 
I>ttOCTOft ......... CItY OOI$lTY. 
ASTV 06M 
10· aT." .. ...,s PI~ 
COtof'ACmt TO .,,. STANO,.,.. 
PftOCTQl .. ~ OIIIY Ol'NSTl', 
"SN 0111 
LIGHT POLE FOUNDATION DETAIL . 
(S1O. 25 FOOT LIGHT POLE) 
Hrs 
,,' ,~ 
1:) .... " 
")l . "k:~, 'J>' 
CtlWPAC'T UPPm • • or SUflGA:ADE 
TO NOt l£S$ THAH 1$. rJf 
UA)[IWW MY otHSlTY, A.$JN oe .. 
BORROW DITCH 
EMERGENCY ACCESS ROAD SECTION 
'" 
('.J 
or-
(V') 
('.J 
L=iJ .I. I g. kL I _I \\ ~ h~ ~.w.Wf ...... "", 
Nom 
A/O Plr ~ I.AU.ASr Oft SUlIiItASl" ACGIlCc:Ar[ SHAU 
lIC .-u.CfD OH AJ4'f IfONJ CIt STlVIT UNrIl 7N( 
SUf~AD[ HAS MCH ..,MOVCD Ill" CITY aT c ..... _ 
0.20' PLANT "'1)1 ASPHALT - '9.wAXIIII\N MOc;n:. OlH~rr 
0.17' J/ .-.wf«JS 0kIStC Gl'A\G. 
0.67' 1- IllHUS 0It J/.- WfMJS C'IftJSU[p QtA\ofL 
SiJlJQfAO£ C!M"ACT IJt¥Of ,- 10 '5. 
a ItIAKIJiMAI PilKlCJOt DCN57rr 
TYPICAL ROADWA Y SEC paN 
... 
NOT£: 
ell NO Plr IfthI. 'All.AST 0If suteAS[ AGClttCAlI' SHALL 
___ ..;;'c::""::,1ION tH: ::;;:: ,:s :;H~~n::~~~ ~1tW. 
i-1--f C- L ·~ : LJ 
---t-·-- -+--- --e--· - -+---
!!Q ~ ca;T~~~~ '.: 
I 
--+---f---+ .. ----!--- -+---I--:-1 
--.~-4_-+_--+_-b__H-~ 
I 
i 
---~.---+----~--~---~--_t+_--~ 
I 
---+-----+-1-+;---1-, 
i I 
.. . -- -
-f-- . - ---. :- -----t------
\ 
Y 
) 
I 
I 
1\ 
\ 
.\ 
• 
16-.. 
\ 
.,. 
I 
I 
I 
(.. 
. -, 
I 
( 1'\ ~ . ! i ~ 
l ) ! I ~ / i ~ ~\ . --r i \ . 
\ ~ 
\ . 
~ ) l ------ - ----+--~~--+_--~~H 
I 
I 
\ 
) 
I 
I 
W TCHUH£ srA:I.5 .00 S! SHf$l 6 
+ 
o 
o 
IV 
+ 
o 
" 
... 
+ 
0 
0 
0; 
+ 
8 
o 
o 
o 
>-
I ~ 
., i 
I 
-< 
i • 
l~ 
I " 
3 
I i 
, . 
I 1 
ti 
E> 
1 
, :1 !' 
\11 i I' I I I \ 1 
" ~ '" 11- ' ,.. .  wW ~ ~9 [I) .. n ,.. [;j 
'-
~14 
III 
.... 
GRAPHIC SCALE 
k-.w-; i 
-- (Df m:r) 
1 Well • 20 It. 
Th(s Oocument, and U ... Concepti. l<Ho. and tb 
here1" a,.. en instrument ot pfot ... Jonal ~
Property of Earl. Moaon &: Stanfllld. Inc.. th""" 
b. used 11'1 "hd. or port rO( on), oth ... pro}M:1 
written outhOf'ixatlon of EOtt, ,",ONn 011: Stonfl'" 
" 
t::: 
i}i :~ -- -_--. --''::-=.rrr----.-- ---.. -. -_~._~ ... A ___ WA~_ -- - -- - - -- - - -- -------- - - - - ---- - - -- - -"i 
c; ------- -1 *ldV IJ' II1II0 ~ It) ------- - ..., _________ (1l'J'lIIIO-lrH'I'flWIV ...-lNSTAU PRESSlJRE SE"'M:R CL~.AN-OUr "I
_ "1 ----- ~-+.!J~.·!.~O' ... (f'T1IHllror,I1'WC' ./ STk 19 ... 07.59, oFF:>ET. 2·.~ R 8 
~ ~ 
: \...""00 "\oIC1_'" '·,>,"00 :ellCl.rfl... 10"00 flIC1.14.OIJ ~ 
:<i: .-.--.--.--.,it ~ ~ 
~ ... -- ... -- ... --. -_ ... -- ... -_ .. -- ... --::::~.~.~ ..... ~-~~ . -- ... -- ... -- ... -- ... -- . . . . .. -- ... ~ 
~ 21 ;::) ~ ~f~2~2\~~~/~~20~~0~~III~~~~\~~~I~~ 
.• __ ."' vv " .. uu 18+00 19+00 20+00 ~ 
lip I I I. .1. II \ \ 1\ \1;;; 1 t::..-<. I"In1!:\-l.()() 
?!f---'l/\-"+-t~-f~"l'?t I __ "L---
24061 
. I liN 
-- ---lL:j::::t~i-- --~---1i . 
-)- :~: 
t~-:'---=-'" ::---"1' 
I 
.~ 
t'--,.....,-J,o._""r.~la-
..1 [ I I ", ,. --j-._--f-_. ::P I Wi r <II i :<c .... 
11). i --. !t 
i ~: 
, I 
-.1 ~~II I' I" .L-. I I. i I 
I ::to 
~J t \ sil gi 
T 
I 
~l' .,~=.' I I ;;~ 1 I ~~ . I· I ~t I' 1 t ! oR I I ; 00 . ~. 
2414 I 
I 
I 
i 
2412 j 
'" 
(Ilf ruT} 
t iu .... t'O tt. 
AWA1'lCW WAY 
~E~Ov( EXISTINC MIt 6OJ( 
. •• __ ........ ..... .". "..,.' ..... 1\., 10_0. oncf U'll9" Incol"poratll<t 
h.,..1n or. em In.trutn.nt of prof ... lon" MrW:d ond or. the 
Property of Eorl, WOlon A Stonn.h:i. 1Ile., th •• for. th.y or. not· 
bl used in '""ole or Port for on)' other proJ-ct -'thaut the exprc 
Wl'ltt~ outhorizotlon of Eort, MollOn 41: Stonn.td, Inc:, 
110 
.... 
I ..... 00 
........ ,-,.- - --- - - - -;. -- - - - - - -- - - -- - - -- - - -- - ~ 
:1" J J --.. ¥~"'~! J I / ~ ~~~:=O) )//"T'-"~I· ?ff~~~ 11 ..,...l~STALl PRESSURE S£M:R CLEAN-OUr 1 il ~ 
" ____ L1'l_~'tt . .-- «.l' IF'-~ PI~ It\!lInJ11lG) ,.<" STA..: 23+49.59, Qf"rS(T: 2Ur R '~I '_ ... 
I-T-~~'" _"'f1J " I '"'<.., / ~ -.1__ ~ .. QtHf.OOltnC.urIlU ~ / -- ---- ... ,rr: - ~""11IIlL ..... a\ • .J'D ~",...,-'/ c;cI,nt .;.c, 
toil:=-.:. / .JliI1I12"JLOnIJI-..:' "YO sr,t,1:k,...... J..;: 
~~f rill W- r // S" !~~"\lIT . If >~i;~':o.~::'''.:1'lo.-
QJ\O(/fI'ftOr.fFG 
VlSTAPARK DR. 5[[ SH[ET 15 
-....:;;~.~.~4I¥~~.-v;s . 
1!(IoJO>I" DUIlM:HO!. 'AOo ~ 
ru .".sr.vclUt<\4 ''''' 
~... 0 ----~~.---_ .~S ~"4'1.:~ CI) 
m ;:::::-.... ~,r . .'/ !It 
::l ~ 
'0 Csa·A·MA_II(I.OCA_:~S ,/ ';i I~ I..C") 
.....-
("I') 
C"J 
20.00 21+00 22+00 23;.00 .t"t"t-uv 25+0 
i ~ . i 
= 
i~ '; ~ 
t, ~ ! = , '8 ~ .. ~ ; ,;;~i • : ~ :.. ~ 241 
~ . .. 
. ~ JI ~~ :N ; a ~'i I 
• e ~ ~ .. ·~l~ 
l l ,-_11:01$11111: ~ .. ""'" .... n I it :tl~ 242 
--I .. " ----- """'.\. 1 .~ __ oJ- ~- ~ __ ,J- __ ...:. __ ·f I.' - -0.4011 ~ ...... _-- ........... --- '- - --
- -~ - - .-- -- - - --
--
.= 
----_ ... - \ I 110 241 
~ ! , , ~ 
2408 ~ \ 24C 
.8 t, .... 1 I Ii! 
~ , I ~ 2406 ... 241) 
it( ... 
'"' I it( II) '"' 2404 ... II) 240, 
~ I I I ! 2402 ~ ._·,~t +-- 240~ ! I :II 2400 ; 
-+--- --+_ .. 240t i I I I :\: I 2398 i I I .. ~ 
---- ---- . 239<. 
i 5~ I ;1 ~s 2~ $': G.tCt lI'""VC "~ ~~ ~i 0: ~~ FUtufIE:· ... 0 I-'. ~d ~d ::'0 ~~ ~i ~~ \ ~~ ;:; ~~ ;; 2396 I ---- ----
( DUVr) 
l tndI • 20 ft. 
h ..... ln Of. on In.trum.nt of pior.utonaf HI"'Ac •• 0110 or.' the 
Prop ... t)' of (crt, Mc1lOn • Stanfill/d. Jnc.., ",.,..for' they or. not to 
b. us.d In lIIhoio or port for on)' other pro}e'Ct wlth«lt the .lIp,.. .. 
written ovthorllotron of EGrl. Ma..:w'l ott Stanfield, Inc:. 
~ ~ 
I-
~ -~ ~ 
.""Vw .. rot -:~:::-~~c:':~~f_ ~~~~ 0 "'11.T'·'~AIIf(r:!..~!E!!'~ _______ -' ~ 
••. -:.... •. ~~~. ~I:GO/t Sl: 
•• . 1.t"C.If-".\t: " ~ -:- ·;::rorvtfl:st ....... l'~ "_ ••• _ ~ 
U) s~ss----:...:-~s lI) 3 ~- - - 3 ~ "'--.. ~'''''"'''-.'''' s 
"( ---- ~ ( 
:. TO BOOHOAAY, --H-==-::~+-I 
.... VARIES SEt ~!:"N 
--_.... ~/~ ... :t , 
8 _0 .. " """,,"CY Access. S« SHm , _ ( f(......... 0.25" P/.AHT MIX ASPHALT 
.- 0 . .0' J/4' W~~.C:~~ =~ C 
- - SU8CRAD£ COW'Acr V"P£R " 10 g"" 
- ------ OF.AX""'<PRGC""'IICN~'" AVlAnON WAY DETAIL 
_/ ----- 11 ~i STA: 25+1:46 TO END 
- I !l':~ U R 
sa SHeET '7 FOR I: i~i~ 26+00 --.!.:: .t 29+00 .30+00 2414 
25+40 26+00 CONTlNUA.noN II PROF'lL£ 27+00 +~il N . Si! m'~ ';~ 
1 ~:l~~ n~~ 9 
I ,_I:_uu.sIWGCIlQ.IoID U'fNlI :I~~ll ~ 2412 
\ ;I:;~. ~_ ---, • IL .. ~5 t; ~- L ~ __ ~ 
I 1 - ", 2410 
t:; ::. .\ _ ..... '-,.""~ \ ;/ ~ 
\oj I I . "'-- .' ____ r' \ p. ; It: ~ .I I. i "'-~. / . ICl 2408 
l:I I 1 \ V·"", ... """'" I I~. 
It \Y : I ~ ~ .II \ I I 2406 
10 .1.1.. \ 1 11 
"Ill \ __ I.··..., i>j 
;.: 1-1'.. ---- / 2404 ~ 1 ,I. 1~"lP~ J -- J.,;: 
!.u 1 I.. J"M':'~ J) \I) :z II. . .... ~ : : I~ 2402 
"( .1 f:: .. ,.., ~~ -bi ~.~ I~ ~ ;:32~ 2~ 2~ I r ~~ " ~i ~~ ~~ ~~ ~~ ~ 2 00 ~i 'fr ~~ ~/'" 1 I t.~ .... ~... 4 
II. 
. . ... . .\\ :. ....c I.F, !",-ro-b.!, • "10. 2" lit ____ ____ _"-__ _____ _ __ _ 
' i_lIl.l.l-~~.:._-~ !!!!I.' ... !::.t1.O!. __ J !.Y£. __ • -----'----- ----. ~ .. ~~ ----- .:.--- ---- ----- ---- ---- !----- - 2J98 
--- r' , .... -- r "1 I' 
, , ' ro ,I' Ofl1l.lD 
<1"" II -I 
____ _ ____ 1-____ :.::: :~-_- .-;-- ---- -----1----- li-- ----- ---- ---- -----\----- ---- -----1----- ---- -----1----- ---- -----1----- ---- I 
'iI 
(" 
III! ! 
t ~ ,~!! 
P 
.. 
I 
1 Iii 
" § 
" 
l': 
>; 
~ 
~ 
'" 
'" '",
~ 
II) 
~ ~ I:: 
~ 
JOrlI.ro»lfJrS 
AM'ATION WAY 
S'SIotIerol'h(Jr$ 
ul<Al"'HI~ ~(;A,J.J:; 
~,jJ-J 
- - ( fN nr:r) 
t tach .. 20 It. 
I1UI UO(;I,I""'l'It, anti the Conc."te, 10.0. ond 0"'9" Inc:orporQt,d 
here'" 00'" an irI.ll\,Imant 01 prof •• taIonol ...w:: .. end Of. the 
Propwty ot £orl. Moson 6: Slonfl .. d. Ine.. th .... ,rw. they or. not to 
b. uud In _hoi. or port for OIly oth.,- pro}kt wtthout the .!tpI't!U 
wriUan OI.Ithorlzatlon of Eorl. Ma~ « StOl"lfletd. Inc. 
Cl 
r" 
r-
....-
('t') 
N 
T 
2416 I 
2414 i 
I 
2412 
1 
, 
I 
247 
~40B . 
1406 
1404 
: 
'402 I 
I i 
'400 i 
1 j 
39B 
\ 
I 
:~ ! ~~;~ ~~~ (:l ~~ .' '~I~ ti:'d ~.~ 35+80 )6+00 ~'.:l ~ I! 
rC.I'ISllIIIC ... nurrl>OU 
~..,--~ / ~..r~'~ 
AWAnt.W .y 
.\STk If+~ CtnI[T; '1l00. 
\ ,,,. IW,WHO""'" 
~. ~...-:.~~ 
I 
\ 
I 
3~ Sa!!! 
id ~ Ju~; 
I 
I' 
I 
I 
I 
• 
31+00 
.J/4"""05 SfAl>ll.lSS 
srrn e-'"O • 4' 0 C . 
C .... I.PICO 
SIIlDS. COloll,"UruS 
IIC'NaNJDlNl'$ 
I§ ;> :l F':~l'''-• ""'IOt~ ~ ~~ \~ ,,,,,, , 
.I~ ..)3ll'- ( II -- -' I I II "'.- ----
"\. II ---'-
____ ...L_ 
. ~ I II i 
:\.-'- II II I 
.... II I 
.... 
-----. 
II /= ',.:.::J: ::'": ... ~ , ... ""'" 
.~ (j .:::.J 1·1 ' ;;;;;f" I, 
'.\ll 
: ... I 
I; 
2 I I 
.'" I l!l I I 
~ I 
\II I 
Iu 
I 
I 
II 
II 
/'"i;-___._ 
(DI nIT' 
1 lIIltt!. .. to It. 
STtn CASINO, 
0.)7$" II.AU. l'M()(H[SS 
)/ •• '\oC 1l.(C7ItICN. 
~~~~ 
~'I[!'OHtI CASIItC 
. • ._. 4~ .. '''' ....................... 't" I>I\'U'purOt-.:l 
t".U'" 0'. 01' ,1I11ltwntfll of pro/ ••• lonol • .,1IIC.' ond ar. th' 
".O()trt)' of (crl. WClon ,. StcII'lefd. Inc., Iher,flK' th.y or. not to 
b. ulod III ,,1'101. M port lor 01'1)' olh_ pro,\Kt wllhout the ".",,".'. 
writlom INthorltotlon of EorI, Ma.OtI .. Sionn.ld. Inc. 
.s1Ql. CASING. 
0.3154 WAU btCKNESS 
S(ClICNA-A 
-'-'--- / 1. .... e..no t-- •. + .. -i ~A/ ~~~ s' I["t(lMO ~MlMG 
~COHlIHUOlJ$ or--
.. -'" BORING su:nt: DETAIlS ('It') 
N.T.S. 
• 
I 
~ ....... 
. 241, 
i 
I 
i 
I 241" 
, 
I 
2412 
: 
I 
! 2410 
I 240B 
I 
, 
I 
, I I 2406 
~. ! II 
.~ II i--+-- ~ I II 2404-II 
I I 
II 
II , . __ .,+ 
'.' 
2402 
II i 
II 
II I I 
' , i 
' " 
-;001- ---.,. -I I- ;.. ~-;~01l ;;;. --- I 
2400 
• (UH~ro-... ) II r= ;.:::":.~ ~.:=~ ~ , . (no* II , 
: 24" 
"" II . ! ""' .... ~,. .. , /UMttl 01\01 
. '" ;;':::~ ~:.:::: 
! 
... i 
W-J..-- -'--- .... .;....;.,--I-
2398 
:;;~ I \ I ;IlL 
---L---.-:. -
0) 
~ 
/' 
COtt4lON LOr 
.. ", 
~ 
~ ... 
r8~ I~~t i~ ~;m " ~W· ! ~,h d. • ~ l~ • ~~~ l~ 
·10 8+00 
9+00 
--- ----------t-= ~.;.. .... :- '1fJrlJ1Wf;CII ~--I r- - -- -'-.--\ --r-:- --f DB I 
, 
Jill ~ 1:IWIC,o._raCVo'ItiIWoof( I 
-! 
"-.. 
04 
I I II 02 ~ ~,::~. 
001 
I 
. 1 
-t- t· -T I , I 
98 
96 Lr. 
.11.1" 
94 
. 
• PVC ~I :.: " :':' I m ~ ~ .~ ~. 07 . 
'" ~v 
\.~? 
"t· .. 'i 
10+-00 
: ~( ; !Ui~i 
ii~l ~n~~i~ 
---- c., 
~ .~ \;i 
I.. J-
(' $<fXTI2 
IIlI.ULr. ( ..... _) 
·S·o.101' 
24"P\lC 
'" .~ ~ 
-:: 
h ... ~,~ ~;r-;, ~ 'in;~m~t .~, p!'~;;"~I';~ ~:..k .. o"Q ot~' Ii-;;'" 
Prop«""ty 01 Earl, No_on .It StOl\fiwd. Ine., th •• fOf. tn.), or. not ~o 
be uled in whel. or port. fot any other projec::t without the .. p,..... 
... rI\t1tR authol'"i:lotlon ot Eart. UGson At Stonfl-.ld, Inc. 
GRAPHIC SCALE 
k;-.etJ-i i i 
( 1M n:zr ) 
J b)ch" 20 It. 
0') 
....-
(V') 
N 
2410 
\ 
2408 
2406 
, 
2404 
2402 
2400 
2398 
I 
2J96 
2394 
I 
I 
,~ <0 l:§l li§i g <5 i~ I~ 13 ... 
'" 
.. %. 
im : liE t- sr. ,.n. ti, .. ,· .. Q 
/:'" n ~ (~. g ,I ~I! ~:~;; :J, .1. I 
Z4oa4 f 
p 
.:. I.. -, .. ~" 
'2408.5 
I-
2~2'. , "'1""'-'-" 
0 ,,~o;.r 
r;;#"lJ 
'iI' Slt-:'~,.,. 0 ~ 
•• £1.. 
.111.'· 
, 
.. 
~ i 
.i 
"Too U+fZ.I~ 
"~." 
" 
~ I. l 
~ , 
.. nR.' 
. , 
,-'" 
+ 
I 0 0 
Ii 1 , 
1 
, ..... 
I~ :'.;,..~ 
.. 
l • 
I i I" 
~ , 
I 
" I. 
! i 
1:-' ~~;;;:~ 
2-406 !t I I£~ ~ 
2<101&3 
I : 
."m" 
S14- '4~"':~ I ",. lTA:I" ... .l 0 ~ 
IIICltO,n 0 
, 
I ,. (U ! _ ,"',.,. 
~~-- I. I '- ; I'" ; I 
r. I N 
""'" 
, 
+ 
I 
I 
• 
sr"" !!~': 
n" 
,0 
''''.12 ~ 0 0 
2"08.1 i~ 2.101," Ii· . 
t~ Ii 
( i,~ srk ,.....-7. 
~ 
i 
204081 1--
t U 
~ i + ~ 0 ~ 0 
IIA TCHUNE: STA: 
I~· A ~ 
~ 
2407,9 
loU)1.02 
I. 
11£ CL 2401.10 2l94.~ 
liiU : 
I. : • 
: ;: I 
'ATCHU~ STA: ~4+00 >EESHE :T1J + 0 0 
! ~ ~ I~ I~ ~ $ I~ I~ I~ ) ) 2320 
~ -~-I~ I~ '" I~ I~ 
.ll---I~ ... <:> <:> 
--
f----
I--
AtATa VUNE Sl jl:1HO SEES JEETt2 -.. 
+ 
, .... " ) 0 0 
i 
i~ , 
2407.t 
, 
, .... " Ii , I 
---.- f-- Ii 
---
. t-. f-- .------
I , 
, I.:;; 
24069 
-.---- .~ -r.lii.,ir I 
I 
\ 
-- - - l- I 
1 
r-:--:---'-:' 
....J 
2.038 
.,--' 24D11.22 
~( 
---....:.-
-. 
i! 1m :-:-:-C--I-_ . . 7 .1 J -2409. m + ,_., ~ '-e3-'l!02 0 0 
\ ••. ~L .-/-- nh 
.i ~ il!i! \ ~flilg 
" 1 '. , --
i 
._- .-f--- ..... - : 
2"C).; I ~ b .... ,." l4M.l2 I ---~ , l +'~' ,.,,'" I .- f-- 1-- --.--
1 • I j t r:'---i ......, i---. : ~ 2<07.> l I; 
,_a Ig 
\ 
""'S" 1",,··30 
.""'" I"'"'' 
24080 
",. 
:lt01.'" II 
I; I~i ~ \ f! :i 
Ii I: 
~ Ii ."'""" 
IHlillOl 
~-- -I- .. ~ 2.01.57 
EfJ .n \ .... 
.. ,.;, \ ~f!: ~:!',':.,;'.. 
\il ~t 
- _. 
,. --
.. 
r ~;i'; 2<1086 I I IItW i ., 
.---- ,---- . ----,--
" 
a> 
+ 
o 
o 
IIATCHUNE STA: 14+00 SEE SHEET 12 
Sfk lH,. 
4#S.t.. 11'_ 
00 v: ,,,.'- 1-.. 
<0 ,.-1--" 
::~~.w8 
Sf"·'.· .. 
srA: ~!'s."t •• st-~L' OOl" 
0 i o srk l!+gr.1H o IJICZ_1f it 
I !TAo 1~"" .~ 1,. fill,'. 
! "'lI j, " 
a, 
"-
II 
St"'!f"f!. 
~~ 
--: 
STA: ,,...1:1. .. 0 
0 
" 
ST"!!Os:'t ., 
~A:~~»" 
00 II. ~.:::--l i I*~: OI.~I~~ -.-;~ , II (~~~ -- *IA 4'" 
!f.-/ . " 5""'':~ __ -C1''''~' [\ ~:" r- Srk".;I'7. ; ~"I"t.'l" 1rl"£~ I 
STk I' .. ~L"" i 
lIIC2'<tOIC7 
sr ... '''If 
.·s. _. 
w" 
-- _··::',{1;,:::!8 ,~ s, .. · " .. N [-- ·-s{ 
.01.1. S, ... , .... 
.'5t 
-OI..l: 
II 
Uol, ".fI 
.-$.{, 
1-",- .0 ~.r, 
2321 
c 
'" • > 
'" :t 
r. 
u:. 
('l 
> 
I;; 
1410 
! I 
'408: ! 
Jill -, I 
I 
404 I 
, 
402 
400 
, 
398 
196 
! 
!94 
r92 
"L"'~ o,IU .. ' 11'11 ~ 
5fr SHLL' 22 
r 
I" 
:::'1 ~~ I 
§. ! !< , L; l 
~ I~i~ .~~! i~ !lOi .l~ 
16 00 
-~---- ,----
It 
~ r--: 
i I ~~ 
,--
-----
~ 
'ffSTAPARK DR. 
:7+~~ 
! 
---i----t--- t- --
- - -
-- - -
I ! I ., 
I /'ri F-'=~ 
i IE b 
I 1 .-
b-
--
........-.... r--~ ~ ::-
--
--
, 
-.- .+-: I 
~~ °111 ~. ~! ~! 1 ~~ I 
.... 
(;ltAI'UI(' SCALi::: 
-""' ___ .J~~-"- - . i. 
Hll., [I". u,,,.ml, ',",j Ihl COI'II:lptl, 1<I_a. OI'Id O.,lg" 'nCOIl'OI"otl<l 
, ..... 1<0 u •• dft ItI1.tlumtlM 0' prof ... lonol _Yle •• otId or. th. 
!'IUP""" ... , 1,1,1, MI)!l1'>tl AI Ston"eld, Inc., ther.'or. thl)' or. not to 
L. " .... d If! 'l\'ht)/, Qt POI't lot 01'1)' other project without thl l"Prl" 
"""lIln ouUu,u.,nliaf, oj (.,,1, Ml)lon .k StOlttieid. Inc. 
kIll,.",'''''''' WA, 
.;.tt ")"I.t' Ii 
( IN FEtt I 
11.IloIi:1:I .. 1I0 tt.. 
.' 
~ ~ 
." , Ir!' 
18+00 :~ • t •.'.J~i; 2;' 19+ 00 20 f 00 
: -fa l7lj~~W;:' ,----.- ------, r--- -- --- T --T--u ~ 'w" 1__ t -.-.~ .. ~ V-=-' rrc.l!lS1WVG 
~ CfJtJ[.IIlM' 
- - - .-
-=-::.- ... -'- - - - -!:- - - - . . 
f'-::; ~-' 
i 
i 
:! 
l-
J-- I~ 
I lO4.v·,,. .4.,. i_IV...." ~ L ..... ,i"'."'''' " . 
I~ 
~" " 
.. f<:l 
•. ! ••.• " 
~~m ; , It;; 
•• • I ! , ~ 1 1 , ::I 
N 
N 
(V') 
N 
241C 
2401 
·2401 
240~ 
240~ 
240C 
2J91' -~ ~ r--
-
I ~ 
t---:.. 217 LF, ~ 
-
(wH-lO-w.) 
S _ "loa I 2J96 
'''-,IMIt" I 
, 
I 
I 
I 
2J9' 
--.--- - ._--- .. - _. ---- .---- ! I . i··: ~~ I i; -~ ~~ ' I G' I G' ~i g..: ~~ ~~ 
.:--,'" 
/ ~NICI ~~'"+:::If\'\ 
Unl ... othw' •• thown, 011 c:on.trvctlon lfIhoil conform to the 2003 I 5 t 
.dltlon of tn. Idaho Stondard. fO( Public Wor1o:!JI Con.trudlon. the 
City of Caldwell SYppltmenlat $p.c1fkotlon. and the Appllcubf. 
'"!qOUOfI Ol.tric:t Stondord •• 
This Ooeum .... t. 01'10 tn. Cone.pb, /eMU and O"i9n lneorporot1td 
h .... 1n or. on in.trumenl of rwof ... lonol s......reH and or. the 
Pr~ty of Eon, l.Io.on • Stonflilld. Inc:.. th."tot. thy or. not to 
b. u •• d in whol. or port for any otl'l.,. pro';'et without the 'lIP'''' 
written outhorl:rotlon of Eol1. No~ 6: Stonfldd, tnc, 
LnN. o • o 
DRA.IN 
'MIfN''''*I111._ 
. nk ".,IfIiI..' 
1k#o1.'" 
I~ 
I~ 
"-
Vl:U'A':'..nt .... 
11011;1-.61 fl' j 
~ 
,. 
iI 
~ 
~ 
\ '" 
, 
\ 
, 
...... '!. ... - '-&. 
~~ " ~~ __ I'IIIIL 
/ 
/ 
\ !/ 
BrRRV'PA.RK A\I(NUC 
SCE SHErr 16 
.....5E:E -,,- DJIAIN 
RnOCA;ION PLAN.'> 
20+00 21 +00 22+00 23+00 24+00 
I : : I ij. ~ 
" 
r 
, 
I 
I 
\ I 
I 
'" 1 
1~ 
\ ..... &' .. , 
I lnll'lI."lG tl 
" ~-, ..... " -_ ... 
~ 
M 
C'J 
M 
C'J 
iii I ~;; •• ~k= I 
! . I' I' Ii!' !U~\ ./T 
2410 I ~!§ ts i ! ~~ ~~i;~.¥· . / =--:\fo,~-::: __ -- V --'t._ ;: 
.. 
' R' $"' 'I I, iii 'IHJ.~ --.<-I I.~t %"r ~ , 1 ~"~n~~~ ___ _ - --- -
'..... l;cij~ ,.::1.... a I r r 'i ~ ". iii! -
, '- I~ra d~:' ': 'i I I __ - --:-- '--- .. ~ ... "'" ~!i 
_____ • I • _ __ - ••• Cl'HftIIOW: " e: ~ = 
"~_.~:-::-:-'--f' r---"-'--'" ! L~V--:::::!;::::=.or+~ ~. ~ 
2406 ~ \ i • ..; I ! (:-::'~F" E~ J ~t::,.J l <: 
i : \ = !;:,'" '. "'--~ .~. ~~~ O':~=~\ I ~ , I . ~. i~=.!i A:~ AS ! 
2404 <5 '----'--- ;-~_,:""l II"\:. !~ .. c:... ~1.1" . 12 
2402 '~'NIr •• ...1 ~ (~P \ / I '\ '-:'j:.'r,\"'" ...... <ft. 0 : 2 
I ~ J ,'l ... .... , "-li:r~j.I 1 I I"": ~ ! 
2400 ;0; '3 I ~ I i " 
.. :'Ii " : ...! - f-------r-----j- i i < • 
"2 U !i'j!' ~ I I I . ' a. Ie "~ I i I 2J98 • .!! ' , 
, '" • C'. • - , 1 I I <. 
2396\ . " ~~::: : :1 I I 2. 
I i I I i I ! I ~; ~I; ! ~!~ ~~ ~ . ' :Z;; I "'t: ClfJ N:;: 0 1 I 
2J94 1 , ~! £~ I ~ ~~ ~~ I ~! I ~~ u ~j ~i 
>0 N I~ I~ I~ I~ I~ .I~ '" ..... '" <0 ... en 
I: I 
., i. 
\ ~ 
, ~ mA.' '~.' Ii I f\ I·.'TA .... " I II'''' EL£V .. 14Oe.11 
srA;,t, .. QI 
::~ -4-+1-------· 
11ft . : 
2408.5 I rl 2401. ... . 
Ii l~' \ .. I .. - '''M.'' I .. ju:v .. .:r-a&.l! 
// , , , ",.7 I . 
.. ,,,.,, /j; , g : ., ST. 1- ".>t." 
I I if~ 
2404.1 ~ I' -2401. 
; ." ..... I I , 
r"1 ! 
\~ s( , , 
"08.7 
iNn. !U+Nn ~ 
, ... " i~ 1 g , 
li~ 
2"085 ii ' i 2'-'31 
I' 
) 
I 
~:g:: i I~ 
ISTA: 2-1+00 S ~ SHrr 17 18 I.IATCHUNE: STA: 2#00 SE:E: SHE:E:T 17 
L. ~ ~ I~ I~ I~ I~ '~ I~ I" 2324 , I j II 
(j) 
!-
.... 
J 
" ~I ) E~~~/ ,>'/ "//,.--_~""~tM'ma ..... ........ "". ~~;:~~~~~~~~~~A~~:-.-i~::~--~~::;;::j;i:::;:~~~ . . _~~~~r ,,>,j,f..., ... >.... ... . " "r,J;..e..":;,,, . ""'~~.,.. 1D1IU' • ,. .. 00 ".21;;'--11~=;'nNCI: .. ® ..... "'~ . -~------~ 
.t ~ ~.;;; ~ ~ / ~ '::.:;"'-= _ :0:<;"':.",;,:'"'''''''' 
, ~; ; ~-=t.:.;: :;i:;,~ <E,r:~~.::, 
'y / ~ ~ =-:.::-'="=':".:.'" 
r 
:l 
edItion 01 ttll Idarto StQtldwd. for Public: WDI'kt Con.lfU(:lIon, ! 
Cay of Caldwell St.Ippl.n'lentOl Speclflcotlons and the Applicable 
IrrIgation District StOl'ldQl"d •. 
Thla Doeum."t, and the Conc.pta. Ideol ond O"kJn inCOfPCH'O' 
h~.jtl or. on In,trum.nt of prof ... lonal MOle .. and ONI the 
Pfop~ty at £arl, WaSOl'l • stanfield. Inc .. ther.fot. they or. " 
be \Jsed In whole or port tor any oth., pro}tct wltnout the '"' 
written QuthorizaUon of Eon, Ma_on .t Stanflttld. ,"c. 
... c~ 
GRAPHIC SCALE 
. t-l" ~.-- ...... 
(Df lin) 
t 1ncb - 10 n. 
Iet~We~;~NL;6~T~~~~~~N 
CENTERED IN RM/@ BOUNDARV 
....... ao .... 'H ..... '.. ' .. u." _ •• .,.. ......... _. "'-"" 
........ 001;'_ ....... ·~"" ..... r .. '>l 
I'~ .... _.f<) ....... ,· .. , ........ "'''' 
FIRE GATE DETAil 
N.T.S. 
4.000P.SJ. 
CONCRETE 
<:'oJ 
(V') 
<:'oJ 
Ill! • tli T I I· I.~ I T LJ 0.1 I 
\\ 
5£( PLAT rOR 
SC\l,fR EAS£MeNT 
'~ "'~""""',' 
, \ \ " .. 
eMERGENCY ",CCESS 
ROAD S££ SHEET 17 
( 
i 
i 
~ 
I,:, 
AVlAT10N WA.Y 
SE£ SH£CT 7 
!hIt Oocum.,t, end th. Concept_, !dea. and O .. lon Int:Ofy,Of'oted 
"ef'ein ore on In,trum.nt of prof ... ,onol • .,.vlc .. ond or. the 
Prop.,.ty of Eon. MolOn • Stonflllld, Inc.. th.,..fOf1l they ora not to 
b ...... d In Whola or port lOr on)' otk.,. pru)tet "thout the a)Cpr". 
written authorIzation .,f Eon. Moeon 6: StC3nn.ld, Inc:.. 
\ 
Irrtgation Of strict Stol'utcrda. 
GRAPHIC SCALE 
~ • ..w-: i i 
(ltfn::l."l') 
tU>eb. .. H It. 
~ 
-j 
2412 
I 
2!, 
T 
,I 
T T I 
27, 
" ~~ __ --.-t- /~-' - 1 "'~ L=~~'= _ 2412 
'----- --:.- , I'! -.-- --- ----- ---------
2410 
~ 
~ 
, I 1 I I 1 
)Jo8 i j! : ,r-_ I _, I I -... - 2410 , 'I I' ~6"."";'" I I '0
6 
i. -----1 '~~'r' i \' 2408 
I 
", I \ 1 
I . . n'-r~':1U"7H 
2,4041_ ~ " I .... ~"., , I I \ I ' 
I I 
2402/ 
~2. 
'
398
1 
~ 
1394 
T 
I I I i 
+---t 
I I 
11 ... 1~ Lt. i 2." PVC \ 
I 
I I u~ 
11 I i I I J I I· 
174m 
1?4or. 
1?_~qR 
~ 
12394 I,' 
~ 
0:1 3.5 134 JJ ~! 
I \ 
n.,.1N\ or. on mltl'\lm..,t of prof ... lonol .~c •• ond or. the 
Pror>lfty of Eorl, hIe.on -" StClrlflttld. Inc.. th.,..,OI'I! th.y at. not to 
b, iI,ad In lIrholl Of port fot- ony othw project wlthOlJt tn. (ucp ..... 
.. ,JUett outhCf"lzoUon 0' EOtt. MolOn .It Stanneld. Inc. 
29 
~ :~~ • ~., ;. ,1 < ~ JI 
kJ "" JI!! ',". '., .t., l' ~ •. ~ "I:: " 
.... .i ..• • ,". ,'. ".,. '. ".-.t • " 0; '~I ~ ~~lll: ." =. =" :~ ~'" ~I ;~:; l"~·!.t l~~~ .~~ J~~~ :~: 
.. i 0 :.t '1 II :~ '" .~ ~ -;; 1'Ii~ j" I:! 0" 
I!! oH ~~ •• g/. '1 ~i!i~ I 3D e. ~ i' I)S 0 • 1 I faJ ~ '~"'. co =h- ~~. 
j; .... " / /, ~ ~ ~ 
I ..r..":',..r;:UJ!........ /~. ·r;,:::.~~'~:\f"i\ I), • 1irk1..c,., Jlv ..... mt •• • ~f-- _ -I-- ~ ._,~, /1 ""-, CEHlRf_sr. il' -" 
I/) v.v"~: ~ \ / r!1Mt1\ .. m I I 11°F 
\.u (fmINOJDnTlWOJ -..--{-, ... _1/fzJ? .. lICit f"OO ~:;: \ \I.IlL1C m"".mt ,." .. _._ ~ ! ... -....... r~)t '~y \\ " sr •. III.QI ".. ,,_" ' ...... ,.. ~ /\ '''' n, ~ . U -\- ; . ". ""~'.~:": ) '1 ,~\\ { ",' __ .................. l'I')_r,.JI. ... l ~122"". - :;,j. ~ -....."'" ,;Y \ ; \~~l m-;::-... ':l' 
PARKMONT WAY SEE: SHErr 21 
6+50 7+00 8+00 
g ! i~ j;t .~ j~ ! jl ~~ 
, ~i d,n~ ,; 
--j 
.. C) 
. .. ~ .. - -- ---
-
--
---
" 
--
: 
~ .. 
.+ . 
... 
~. 
I/) 
.... 
. :z 
. . 
r ~ 
. J 5" ... 
'\c 
I 31.flrLf. 
:ii i~ g~ ~ I ~r ;tl 
" 
;~~ 
9+00 
! 1 -
I i 
, 
! 
--
"'OIl."'" --
~/lNSlllQII'AD( .. ~.tl,' 
.~mtt 
I· r: ~-=~ E$( 
I 
I 
; : I 
I 
i ! $-0.401: 
! 
! I I 
: 
.L 
1 
I ~. i i: ~o ~~ ! 
~IJlAUf'AoWS'~'" 
Uk ,..$1.'" fIiC_'·'" 
-- ---
, 
'. 11 U :;A~r·" 
RIVfRPARK WAY SU SHfn 12 
10+08 
: ~ 
~ ~ ,8 ! th~= n ~~ii8 H I:.,~m;;~~ .. .. ; 
d !e1eJ Im~~l' 
.l ~ 
._" 
- '-- -
I 
r.,. I 
t ~Z " ~ .. ~ti ~! I 
I N 
N 
(V') 
~ 
2470 
2408 
·2406 
2404 
2402 
2400 
2J9B 
2J96 
2394 
2392 
it ! I I I 
'406 I 
I 
'404 
I 
'402 I 
! 
400 
3gB 
396 
394 
165' 16.5' 
4- Of' 3/4- MINUS CRU$HW AGGRECA f( 
COIolPAC'ltO TO tell STANO .... RD 
PROCTOR "'AlIltrMJt,t DillY DENSITY, 
ASTN 01911 / L~~~p~,:; :lIs::FRAOE 
IO~ OF 6· ""NUS PlmUH UAXIt,AUN DRY DENSITY, ASN 0ti9! 
COUPAC1"[O to 1iI'" STANDARO 
PROCTOR MAIIMlW OttY otHSllY. 
ASN 0698 
TEMPQRARY TURN AROUND SECTION 
N" 
I 
\ 
I 
I 
-
-
--
.--.... 
.ill ~"J. ~ 
-"I' ," 
''l 
.:-; ~ . 
.. ~~~ ~ ~~?J, .. r 
,,~!,. 
i 
.IiI ~ I ~ .I~ i . 
I ~ ~m ~ V=::t~~-::;e ~,,/ 
---- --
'!'""--
-- -
}-~~:..~ ., .... " 
I 
, 
I 
I 
'Ul'. S • 0.40* •• "'Ie 
j I ! 
__ 1--". , . .L 
I 
'?IJ I ~; 
--_ -] 
l'hl, Datum.,t. OI'Id n,. Concept .. l6He one! D .. lgn 'ncorporatltd (DI rut) 
t 1ac:b. W rt. 
SEE SHUT 24 roR DRAJNAGE FACIU71ES 
38 
',- Se; 
h • .,..in or. Qf"I Inetrum""t of pt'of .. ,ional • .,. •• <mel ore 'hili 
Prop.,.ty of tori, W080n • Stann_d, inc.. tn«.fortl lh,y OC'II not to 
b, und In -.hoi, or port for ony oth .. proJl<t "'\nOllt ttl' l)IIpr ... 
writtefl outhorboUon of Eori, t.lo.on It StOtln.ld. Inc. 
~ 
~~~=t====+=B !!! ~ 
.:::"~~ ,), - --~-
~~~~~~~~~;;;;~;;;;~m~m.~~m~nmc~'~~~~;t~~~~ 
".. ~ 
~~==~~~~~~~~=t~Cj~ 
5+00 
I 
II!U; • ! ~ i 
m~ .. d ~I~ 
-:--.~ , I l. 
--.", 
,.,.. 
2".$4 F. (~-tn-
~L; 
------:~-- .pf. ~ 
~,I', 22;;:! 
! \ \ , 
I 
\./ 
--
vI 
"""-
.,~'tH. ~ 
-
~~r-tw;-. 
-- - \\ 
--~ r.~ ~~n..., 
S ._ r...,_ 
-" 
, 
, 
.}'k~ ~~... 0 
/ .,~ ~ 
//J g ~ 
6+00 50 
!!! 
, , 
-Ii 
r Il:I 
I 
) .~'/ s ~-=;. .~ 
'\ i-... 
.~ J' - ~-
C/): 
I~ Ie 
I <-
:IE 
;;~ :;:; ~: 
OC') 
<:'oJ 
M 
<:'oJ 
24H 
240' 
240i 
240, 
UO_ 
24// 
2.39 
2.39, 
239 
'), 
" 
~ 
., 
, 
":' 
:1' i! 
~ : 
PARteJIONT WAY 
til 
!!r 
!I~ 
I .;~ 
: i ,~ 
." . ~'.~' !'~~ ~ 
~~~ 
? 
:!fa 
~ 
I· I~ I t;; 
~ ~ 
~ 
'i.; 
Thl, Ool:umef'lt. and th. Cone.,,! •• Ideo. und 0 .. ,." If'u:Ot"potoIH 
"lffaVl ore an in,tru!7lent of prof •• ,loruM Mr.,. ond are 1he 
prop.rty of Eort. loIoaOl1 " SIOI\flltld, Ine., ttI.,.for, th.y.".. not to-
be uHd In who!. Of port tor any other projRt without tn • •• pr ... 
w,itt.,. outhotltotlon 0' (orl, Uoaon a:: Stonn.ld. !t\e. 
/ 
GRAPHIC SCALE 
~_.J ~ i 
-= ............ 
(IJI' FElT) 
I Iliah .. to f't. 
0') 
N 
(V') 
N 
"n, 
. ~:'" 
I.;; 
,.n, 
.. ....... :. 
I ~I 
~r -~ + 
o 
o 
N 
+ ~ . " ..... g 
.. hi' .... '-' •. 
. \ 
r----f---i-- -+l-i-'--l------j 
, 
I 
1-" UI.L 
IJ"TCHUNE: ST": 010+00 SEE: SHE:E:T 21 
" I 
;;~-+Hi-4 
" I I 
Jf/I;4'";~' 
~" 
_JW7." 
---::~ 
I 
I 
-....,. , 
! , 
, 
_ .. 
g 
I 
~ 
f-Il"-
".-r--". 
" 
O_~1 .• 
I,' 
I 
I:;~,;,:· --. 
! 
I 
2406
' 
~ 
1ill.. 
?400 
I 
1398 ' 
~J961 
..L 
I 
I 
!J94~1 
~ 
¢ 
f 
,f 
~ 
~ 
f ~ l 
~ 
Il~CO ~~, 
~~ __ J 
oi 
~l 
~.lliL 
,f 
~ 
~. 
l if ., 
15+1;0 
'\~ ,Ia 1- h" ; ~ " ,:i~ ~ a j ~I~ 
-:rJ---j~-
'--'  
~ 
~ 
, ••.. I:~'· •. ·.""-+--. ~I'. 
wrr· 
?:~ ~. , ii' 
.,,~ 
~l 
J'I" ... 
.. ~ .. ~'" 
~ s, 
'< 
~::?( ~ .. ~..., 
"'--" 
~ 
~ 
this Documenl, ond the Concepta. IdeOI ond 0 .. !9" Inc:orporoh 
herein ore On In.trument 01 prof ••• lonot ~c: .. ond or. the 
Prop",,!y of Eort. Mo~ 6: Sionfleld, Ine., IhlfelOf'e they ora nc 
be u .. 11 ir'I whole or port fot' ony other pro~t without the elfF 
written outnOl'llQtlan of Em, loIa.on de: Sionfleld, Inc. 
__ rF'C-r, 77pCl-
GRAPHIC SCALE 
i. • .J t.....i 't 
( Of P'ftT) 
t !Doh _ 10 It. 
or-
(V') 
(V') 
N 
2411 
~40 
L?40 
[240 
~Q, 
12401 
1239< 
12391 
I'un, 
'" 
'" i!; 
~ 
PIT No.1 
SOIL CHARACTE:RISTICS KEY 
'" !to, 
i! 
~ . 
... 
''''''" .. 
S{'J 
1$ 'rQPSotL 
S/(. $4.1 LO..tW 
.II:!. SANDr SILT 
SCL SANDY Ct.A Y LOA'" 
SICL SlLrr CLAY LOAf,; 
OP OUR/PAN 
SAND (C) COU$E 
(ilJlllfDlViIf 
LS LOAJIY S,ANO (A-28) 
~1~no:.Art:r;:> 
SIc) 
PIT No. 2 
HilA tbIIitR ar tAst 
~""y 
" ~ 
\::' 
"'tIOL_AMG 
..... ~MII(IILt.V 
r~·#U'olJl&4""""" *o-.. " ...... IUIIt'LM' 
~ ~ 
GRAPHIC SCALE 
~ ~~ i -~ 
Ifk .... J&.1t 
~1l1.'OU 
alAJD_,. 
..,. ... 
,~f~ 
....., ....... 
.......... -!Ml'lHlJilI 
/ 
38 
~Il 
J7 
.:a~ /;;:~ 
/? 
t; 
JlftAU'Ntf( S1. ~ 
• I '''00- Ii; 
.--:: t--·-··! 
'" ,.. ~ ,'w. I 
'" ~ -'------~--~ $ 
(DC m:r) 
l 1=h. 20 n.. 
·0 
" 
~ 
~ 
DRYWELL NO. 1 @ CENTRALPARK ST. 
1"=20' 
r1'" M/~' HYDROSFtO OR SOD ~ .. ' eOTTO" '" siors ~~.< , I '2" MIN. 
SWALE DETAIL 
~ 
~ 
TM, OOCl,lmellt. Of\d the Conc.pta. Idlo. ond 0"'9" Intc:trporot*d 
n.,eil'l or. on inlt!'\lme"t of prof ... lonol ser\'lc.' ond •• the 
\ 
PrOf;) ... tyof Eori, Moton .t stonf'llkt. Inc •• tt, ... fOf1l th~ en: not to 
be u .. d In ""nol' or port for ony other projkt without the •• pr ... 
• rlttM outhorlzotlon of £on, Mo.on • Stonn.d. Inc. 
~NI ! 
- ~ 
------:!i" 
I, \ I ii:~ 1--'~·::':;~:·"~·· 
o 
"'-, 
'- " 
"'" 
DRYWELL NO.2 @ VISTAPARK DR. 
il§ 
~ 
~ 
~ 
C'J 
M 
M 
C'J 
l 
... 
-- K~ ... l· .. ~ _AC •. _. 2'; ___ I e'.#_:: .. ~_(~t ~~:- ''1 9 , - --- '~-L . ~--! . ~~\. 't .. • :- -- .. _." ... a £i . I .... Me ~-""'-:".~ ~ ,. _____ - .;.; -~~~'!~:,'%. a i If_ I :! ; . 
. ~.~.i.:'4~_" 
_l't,,~ ....... y.,... 1"'" DJoII '!I'I:II ..... 
) 
.' 
fill,... , D'tICO ~ _1M 
1$1'M<\C1"'w::n""'. 
. !I *..k!.:..! .. 
.1 
", 
I! 
I ,r , ,I 
. (, 
. f.; 
'I t11 
\IS 
.:,)0. 
1
_, g 
, '" 
i '" , .. ,,'" 
il 
:, 
~ 
:4 
~JIi;"'fLl1aJ~ lo. \ 1 ~ ," >,1 
1 
t 
~ 
~, 
Un'''' othwl •• .nown, all eonltNctlon tlholl conform to the 2003 
, dlUon 0' th Idaho Stor'lwd. for Public: Wonl. ConetfYtUon. tM 
City of Cold .... Svppllmflntol SpKlficotlonl and the ApoIlc:obl, 
IfT1qoUOf\ OJltrll;t StondOl'OI, 
Thl' Docum.,t, ond ttll CDfIC."ta, ldMII ond D .... InClOrJ'onItH 
h ..... 1n Of'1 an Inlt",m."t of P"Df ••• IQI\oI HrYIc •• and .... the 
Prop.,ty of tort. MOlon • Stonn.ld. ,"c., th ... fOf"t! they .. not to 
b, I.IlId In .mol, 'IlK \liar' lot' WI)' oHl.,. pt'O)ec:t without tM 1!tpI1I .. 
...... -.'-\.-"~~. 
\\V '· I!~-.:~~~ =:-=.~' , •• u« ...... 41...:_ 
.::::: :n:.~ 
COHCIf:J[ COtJ..MS nJIIt ""ESSUW IMJGAFIOH ~M VAL~ 
Mtn.wl IfONj ItfGHT-GJ'- .... Y 
HOlt:: 
1.CCIII'roct .. "' ...... ~,. .. liI4;Itlorl 
"",1ft t ...... "'-. 
2. AU "~" ....... tMI ""*' Ihll " P\IC ASTW 0-214'. a... leo. 
J. :GIl ~ .. lkwI~:.~ ~s!.-o'.~\;;~-~~t. 
4, Pipe ""eel .. ItIDil fIOl ....cI lftOnufocturtt'. 
~_.tloo\ .. 
5. ~fv ~ t.::U'=' J!: rItoII k 
j 
• i 
'" I 
a 
'; 
II 
'" is
a 
~ 
'; 
i 
'" " 
~ 
i; 
'-~--
NORTH 80j)NOARY~ -'-.-.- ~) Li /",:: 
MON7Wro pX1IIf5U8;'"~ .,._. . -- -~-'6:=-'.:::::::r:::-i--i....((- r" 
N~ I ____ ' ~~~~I~l ____ ~,-~~~'~_"~ ______ -; ______ _ 
- T J r IRRIGJ. nON W~S1F UN;- I i Ii t 
. . . 1-- J_ --- _61_ ~ I W q/:! 
-: IRRW t =tt /1 
, ;" 
--r~~-~-----.-- -1~ .. 
·--+-Tce~· - __ ~_. 
£ 
._-----+---_. 
If)~ __ _ ,~ .. ~ ·;1, 
:\'R/II' OF" 
AVlAnON WAY 
,~' --9.00' 22,00"-----1 
I icY: ~ " I' I 
I / 
1 
I 
6" <IS' ELL 1/ 
MJxllJ I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
1 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
1 
1 
_;.;...IQlI~===:a:tfl:==\::r:3 ~/ 
1 
I 
,. LF 
~ 
INSTALL 6' CHAIN LINK FtNa:/ 
FOR LIFT STA nON SECURITY. 
PROVIDE 10' \\f0£ ACCESS GJ. IE 
IN SE CORNER, 
6" FORCE MAIN I 
I 
CONST1IucnON la' \\fOE: 
.... ;i 
~~ 
CONS7F1UCT 10' 1II0E JI' LON~ 8·" 
0l':fJ' i" AlINUS : 
~;.. wh" m I fil;---~ 
-' SH££T!J~t; CONCRE1F DR/~WA Y APPROACH peR ISPv.c SO-710 
COAIPACTEU GRA \;£l. PAD FORi 
LlF'T STA nON ACCESS.. : 
, 
, 
, 
, 
-----
UFT STATION SITE PLAN 
FORCI': AlAIN 
SEE SHITf S 
'URS, GUT1FR, SIDEWALK 
SEE SHE:E:T S 
~ 
Unl ... oUt.,.J" lholWl. 011 cOn,tr\tcUon .noIf confcnn to th. 2003 
.dltlon of tn. Idaho stcmdCW"'dll tor Pvbflc Wc:wb eon.trvctlon. 1M 
City of CoIdw-'l Suppllmental SpKffiea\lon, and the APJIIIcotQ 
Irrigation District SlondordL 
Thl. Ooc:wment, and the Concept.. 'ao. ond 0 ... Inccrporat.t 
h.,..In ore on In.tNmlnt of prof ... lanaJ ~ and QnI at. 
Property of Eori. Noaon '" SttlnfWd. Inc... ttI.,..tore th.,. ,.. "at tc 
be u .. d In ..,01. or port ,.". an, olh.,. pro,llct without th4t ~
wriltWl outhoriution ot £orI, \bien .. stonlWd,. Inc. 
b.-.wW--' i' i 
-q-
(Y') 
(Y') 
«Df rur) 
I blab" 6 ft,. 
C'J 
s.rot UVAlION$. 
I I I I 
I I I I I 
i ~ ~ ~ ~ i f ~ ~ ~ ~ l;j !il 
-
N 
-
N 
! i ~ ~ Ii I! ~ ~ p p ,. p ~ i ~ i 
'" ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 
ueOMSION NO, I 
J('!If NO. 
i 
I .,. 
I ~ 
• , l! 
~ ~ " i ~ 
I' 
; 
"'YlOO' CLl£Nr: 
~IUi ~o 
"z 
z 
o 
..., 
;( "11:'1 r. J!l"\O.lrf;' 
MILL TRONICS ·AWI. n-RANC£R PLUS" 
'= ~\;I 
--=1 ff 1-. -=~-l--_OOL---li 
:: 1+---
.....:::i!s: 
---...!..---
1-
I 
CANYON HILL 
LATERAL 
INTAKE STRUCTURE 
, 
HIGHWA Y 20-26 
Vicinity Mop 
N. T.S. 
.... "~fAL-CXlNnIOI. 
/~ \ 
, \ 
PHASE: 1 
~ 
\ 
\ 
\,--+-----~----~ 
-1rt-/_.--.,.J ... 
~.=t=m ' 
"""---\ 
\ 
\ ,.. ..... \ '''G.e&._ 
~ 
L.-"" \/c:AIMi.~2 .... 
~;i~ ., 'l' If. 
--" t----;----l 
JIITII/(£ ~-SJ:CllOH A-A 
H.r.$. 
"'~ 
'. ~ 
< ..... ,. 
.,.",~ 
"\-1t(, 
)
,1 
.. , ... II ,;, 
h1U 
----~-'~-----y 
. ~ur -
4" BACKWASH. JJ 
SEE SHEET IPS 2 
1 1/2" CLEMONS 
RElURN LINE. SEE 
SHEET IPS 2 
INTAKE STRUClURE SEE --'~\: 
SEE SHEET 25 
-~ 2~! __ _ 
Q-L-----lRRW'------
2: 1 FlLL SLOPE WllH 
~TRUClURAL FILL PER 
,/ GEOTECHNICAL REPORT 
PROVIDE 5' 
MINIMUM 
CLEARANCE 
FROM SLAB TO 
TOP OF SLOPE 
Irrl9ollQl'l Oi.trid S'tandotdl. 
~ 
\J 
th!. OOC\lmel'\t. ond th. ConCepti, Id.o. on4 0 .... lncorporQt 
1'I,"ln or. Gn lrI .lrumtnt at prof .. ,1ono! ...-w: •• ond ... the 
PrClC*"ty or (att, MCllOI'! It StOl"4t1"d, Inc:.. th •• fore th.y .. ttl 
~ Uled In .-ftof. 'It pert tr. .n1' ott. .. pro)Kt .Ittlout h 1l1li 
wriUtn outI'lOl'i1:ot~ of (art, ,",0101'1 41: Stonfllld, Inc. 
~ 
GRAPHIC SCALE 
"- _ oJ .i.....j 
( 11.,11'1') 
t lac"- .. 10 n. 
<.0 
(V") 
(V") 
N 
DETAILS BELOW • ''1) 
\{"" 
BORE J8 LF 15" STEEL 
CASING. i" WALL 
THICKNESS 
12" G"TE VALVE WllH 
VALVE BOX 
I,. ... ~_I"UH ... lsi 
•• 
I<ITII/(£ S7IIIJCTUff[-P!.AN IIIfW 
SEE INTAKE 
STRUClURE DETAIL 
SECTION A-" FOR 
CONTROL 
If 10M .1'- Q.t.U: 
DIIOUCH~I"CJO'lWG 
IHT~J: .. SIRUCTURE=-fJ.£VA nON \fEW 
.·.,,.,.I'lJ .... • ..... ,.,p·",,.f" 
.. ,; ..... "'" •• 1/1 .......... ,' .... •• /JIf>, .... .". An 'u"OC' •• to b. pt.",."". and jll).rI/oHI ('Vt' COIOlitd) I .. moldl C"":>I"'II 
pvmp COYel's. 
Top 10 b. ,. gOuge she.t 
metal bolted 10 frome. 
A/I" ,idfl'!S srlall 
b. ("'Pond-X 
Bottom 
Co,rir:tge BQ/1J 
\IMId '-'/2~ Jt I/.~ 
r'o.801' 
RemollObl .. Connection 
NTS 
be 1I1,!Olllld at .':t spoc:/tIg 
O\.!ts/de Ins,de 
~ USC r.ponded mlltol 
.ft.'''I.~''~ ~;!I"~e: ;xPOrId-
K 
" r 
1-1/2' X 1/" Iv ... g t. 
cone. pod 
Irrigation 
NTS 
lIS'AU.c:H(DI 
1IONIOS1'OI"J.1:L 
MIlUM,,",O.-!"" KI 
!XfolU l\ft IHUT 
!iszJ.c; 
Roof to Slope away Irem Deer 
to fodlltote Droinage 
TypIcal Section 
NTS 
PrlCNDCtr.llf 
;:~~HAo'::i b~ .~-... . ... 
~_III(TJ( 
~"'"""-'N 
,t,QXJI CO'oU_, 
...... 
fr~r~'JI ~IF'L=.;.1 
~ #'UlI(WI: -.u. l'W' . • tr. ,., •. , f4 .lr o.c.r.:. 
(1)~1a_" 
MCIUICIf'IMI'S1'J,1'OI'10 lr MOe w.'IQ __ I« ILl\'A'/ICIi. 
~ .. _YM ),4' CtlISO 
~lI~mA" 
.,N 0 .......... oo..TY. 
~!!....~~&CII'l 
IIl"~I'IIl--'IJ s... ....... _ ""'''''''''''' (11_,"' ... ' ...... "...... ... 
.... _.1 __ 0 .... ,.,.,.. 
untM~ff aJrt.IJOvt ¥OIoltClfO "'!1(1I "tANS 
!An.,..,r flO- •• I'r ____ ,~ ~ 
fI)Oo 110-
PW.45f'~!TA_wa.1III(S 
OIOIII'I[OlO$lM)'_IW:I., 
Irri9oliOf'l Pump StDtlon Comp.,..,.nts 
c:...~ ..... _'.1_ .............. ,"-
p ... O.) v.-t ... r..-D .... "..",... ... 
..... _"1_·....,0_ ..... 
___ ..... ""~ ... 1-.. 
___ St.,-'_I..,.u.., 
::----~~:~~~.!ts_ 
~ WOColltr" _AM ... , ... _1 _ .... " .. _/ 
(_J'_"~" 
""- 0..,. _." r_. OII.rlit4 o~'" I'SIG 
""- "--I -:.:: ~:" .. ::::;:.. 7:':::;_ 
-...... , '''''''' --.... -1IM .... ~I __ J.lI(;I>tI.U"·1DH 
_. ____ I)..~ftO _' __ I 
". ___ ''10 . 
,,_---'I.a 
_,. __ IJ' 
----....... DI--,. s-_ U,O 
~'w ___ r.II.D. 
...... ---,,~ ... 
::U-.:=:::::::::=~,",/"" 
'''''---, .... s.r.c.,«w_l.1! 
vwucd·tui1l.,itPiii7iP.~t~-jfj·l2· 
_. ___ ~H."'''C~ 
"ft ___ T ... a 
""," __ 1.10 
~-===r~'_ 
DloooW,.1lN_f~ 
~"Oft. 
~'w ___ (r •• O)I#U$ ... _t:4 
----"" ... ... ,.,. ___ ... 0/_ 
----.. ,----,-~,..cl ___ '.'! __ M 
Thl, Document. and the Cone-pt., Id.a. ond 0 ••• 9'1 IncorpOl'ot.d 
herein or, on iMlry",.n! of prof ... ionol servie.. and or. the 
Prop.rty of Earl. ~QIOfI &: Stonfi,ld, Inc,. th ..... for. th.y or. not to 
b. uud in whOle 01' part ffK on)' other prolkt .ithout the '!IIp('" 
written authorllotion 0' Eon, MOllotl '" Stonfl~d, Inc. 
o 
l.! 
IRRlGA lIOH PUlIP SFf:CIF'ICA lIONS 
H.T.S, 
, 
r""CQlCllAIIQ( 1'Q~ __ P'\.MS1tIII. 
ceMbllUA1IQH 
~" 
'''''US """\1 I Xii 
I-J/j' .,_1/4- .'/1'"""'" Chi'" 
....... <w-...,) 
~CIU"JUIIIIIIICIWr 
nwc.~lU'P'OInS 
1/2'0.-"'(1",) 
.. ,,-':'ff4I1- ..... ~ .. 
... ,.',"",_ 
__ !.lI"ilrMlCWfTN, 
aa:as CIMJI., IWQ.l. tOI>" .... 2.1I 
OIVEJ1S1OH SOlt SEClION 
I"-
M 
M 
C'J 
EXHIBIT D 
2338 
.' 
t~·.,:) 
' .. -::;:>, 
~~::" 
..,:::: 
::.~ 
RECORDING REQUESTED BY AND ';::0 = 
WHEN RECORDED RETURN TO; '::Z:l l...-d m 
co C) 
0 
Moffatt, Thomas, Barrett. Rock & ~ ::0 
Fields, Chartered CI ::3 rn 
J 0 I S. Capitol Boulevard, 10tll Floor I-' CI 
Post Office Box 829 f"V 
Boise, Idaho 83701-0829 f"V 
0 
(Space Above For Recorder's Use) 
COMBINED LICENSE AND CONSTRUCTION, OPERATION, 
AND MAINTENANCE AGREEMENT FOR 
MONTECITO PARK SUBDIVISION 
This Combined License and Construction, Operation, and Maintenance 
Agreement for Montecito Park Subdivision ("Agreement") is entered into and made effective 
thjs~ day of ~a rei ,2004, by PIONEER IRRIGATION DISTRICT. an irrigation 
district organized and existing under and by virtue of the laws of the State ofIdaho, whose 
address is P.O. Box 426, Caldwell, Idaho 83606; MONTECITO PARKDEVELOP:MENT,LLC, an 
Idaho limited liability company, whose address is 701 S. Allen Street, Suite 103, Meridian, Idaho 
83642; and MONTECITO PARK NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATION, INC., an Idaho corporation, 
whose address is 701 S. Allen Street, Suite 103, Meridian, Idaho 83642. 
DEFINITIONS: 
In addition to the other capitalized terms defined herein, this Agreement contains 
certain words which shall have the following meanings: 
(a) "Developer" refers to Montecito Park Development, LLC, and any other 
person or entity with any legal interest in Montecito Park Subdivision. 
(b) "Association" refers to the Montecito Park Neighborhood Association, 
Inc., and any other person or entity with any legal interest in Montecito 
Park Subdivision. 
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( c) "Pioneer" refers to Pioneer Irrigation District, an irrigation district 
organized and existing under and by virtue of the laws of the State of 
Idaho. 
(d) "Montecito Park Subdivision" and/or "Property" refers to the real property 
described in Exhibit A-Vicinity Map, attached hereto and made a part 
hereof. 
( e) "Crossing Plans" refers to drawings or diagrams graphically showing the 
water line crossings of the relocated "A" Drain, which drawings or 
diagrams are listed in Exhibit B, attached hereto and made a part hereof by 
this reference. 
(f) "Pressurized Irrigation System Plans" refers to drawings or diagrams 
graphically showing the Pressurized Irrigation System, which drawings or 
diagrams are listed in Exhibit C, attached hereto and made a part hereof by 
this reference. 
(g) "Tiling and Relocation Plans" refers to the drawings or diagrams 
graphically showing the tiling and relocation ofthe "A" Drain, which 
drawings or diagrams are listed in Exhibit D, attached hereto and made a 
part hereof by this reference. 
(h) "Pressurized Irrigation System" refers to the water distribution system and 
appurtenances for the Montecito Park Subdivision all as further listed in 
the Pressurized Irrigation System Plans and Specifications desctibed in 
Exhibit C. The Pressurized Irrigation System specifically inCludes all 
appurtenances, pumps, pumphouses, and related facilities, including 
electrical power serving the system, a mainline, connecting lateral 
pipelines, valves, service boxes, individual10t delivery lines and facilities, 
and all related equipment, parts, and materials. Any reference to "personal 
property" in the Bill of Sale attached to this Agreement as Exhibit H and 
as more particularly referenced in Section 9 of Subpart B of this 
Agreement, shall include the Pressurized Irrigation System as defined in 
this paragraph (h). 
(i) "Specifications" refers to Pioneer's standard engineering drawings on file 
with Pioneer, and the statements describing the materials, dimensions, and 
workmanship for the Pressurized Irrigation System to which reference is 
made in Exhibit C. 
(j) "Utility" or 'Utilities" refers to those services provided to the 
development by private or public entities, including, but not limited to, 
telephone, cable, electric, water, sewer, and gas, etc. 
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WITNESSETH: 
WHEREAS, Pioneer owns and maintains a system of canals, laterals and drains, 
including the "A" Drain, for purposes of delivering and removing irrigation water to and from its 
landowners, together with easements to convey water in such canals, laterals, drains; easements 
for ingress and egress; and tor the operation, inspection. maintenance, and repair of the canals, 
laterals, and drains; 
WHEREAS, Developer owns that certain real property, situated in the city of 
Caldwell, Canyon County, Idaho, commonly known as Montecito Park Subdivision, which 
property is situated in the Bast 112 of Section 23, Township 4 North, Range 3 West, Boise 
Meridian, Caldwell, Canyon County, Idaho, as depicted in Exhibit A; 
WHEREAS, Developer has subdivided. the Property as Montecito Park 
Subdivision;. 
WHEREAS, the Property is located within the boundaries of Pioneer Irrigation 
District; 
WHEREAS, Developer desires to obtain written continnation from Pioneer 
approving the relocation of a portion of the existing" A" Drain and partial tiling of the relocated 
"A" Drain. The relocation and partial tiling of the "A" Drain will be completed as specified in 
the Tiling and Relocation Plans listed in Exhibit D; 
WHEREAS, Pioneer desires to confinn in writing its approval of the relocation 
and partial tiling of the "A" Drain; 
WHEREAS, Developer desires to have Pioneer abandon a portion of the existing 
one hundred foot (100') easement along the existing "A" Drain, lying within the East 112, Section 
23, Township 4 North, Range 3 W, Boise-Meridian, Caldwell, Canyon County. Idaho, as more 
particularly described in Exhibit E, attached hereto and made a part hereof; 
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WHEREAS, Pioneer desires to accommodate Developer's development plans by 
abandoning a portion of the existing "A" Drain easement; 
WHEREAS, Pioneer desires to obtain an irrigation easement and right-of-way 
across the property of Developer as set forth in Exhibit F"attached hereto and made a part 
hereof, for the purposes of conveying water in the relocated "A" Drain and for ingress and egress 
in order to operate, maintain, and repair the relocated" A" Drain; 
WHEREAS, Developer desires to grant said irrigation easement and right-of-way 
as set forth in Exhibit F, for the purposes of conveying water in the relocated "A" Drain and for 
ingress and egress in order to operate, maintain. and repair the relocated "A" Drain~ 
WHEREAS, Developer desires to obtain a license from Pioneer in order to 
construct, operate, repair, and maintain the twelve inch (12") water lines and twelve inch (12") 
sewer lines crossing the relocated "p,:' Drain at various locations more particularly depicted in 
the Crossing Plans listed in Exhibit B; 
WHEREAS, Pioneer desires to grant the license to Developer in order to 
construct, operate, repair and maintain the twelve inch (12") water lines and twelve inch (12") 
sewer lines crossing the relocated "A" Drain at various locations more particularly depicted in 
the Crossing Plans listed in Exhibit B; 
WHEREAS, Developer desires to provide the Property, as subdivided, and the 
lots in Montecito Park Subdivision with a Pressurized Irrigation System, which Pressurized 
Irrigation System shall be owned, operated, and maintained by Pioneer, 
WHEREAS, Developer desires to have Pioneer deliver water to and through such 
Pressurized Irrigation System to the Property, as subdivided, and to the lots in the Montecito 
Park Subdivision; 
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WHEREAS, Pioneer desires to own, operat~ and maintain such Pressurized 
Irrigation System, and Pioneer desires to deliver water to and through such Pressurized Irrigation 
$ystem for the benefit and best interests of the Property, as subdivided, Montecito Park 
Subdivision, and Pioneer; 
NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration ofthe promises and the mutual benefits, 
representations, covenants, undertakings, and agreements hereinafter contained and for good and 
valuable consideration received by the parties, which consideration and the sufficiency thereof is 
hereby acknowledged by the parties hereto, Pioneer and Developer represent, covenant, 
undertake, and agree as follows: 
Subpart A. Tiling, Relocation, and Crossing of the "A" Drain 
1. Grant of Licenses. Pioneer hereby provides written confinnation to 
Developer of its approval of relocating a portion of the "A" Drain and tiling the relocated 
"An Drain as described and depicted in the Tiling and Relocation Plans listed on Exhibit D. 
Developer and Pioneer expressly agree that Pioneer shall bear no responsibility for any conduit 
or drainage facility that Developer may install in the original location previously occupied by the 
"A" Drain for the purposes of draining water away from the Property. 
Pioneer also provides written confinnation to Developer of its approval for 
Developer to construct, operate, repair and maintain twelve inch (12") water lines and twelve 
inch (12") sewer lines crossing the relocated "An Drain at various locations more particularly 
depicted in the Crossing Plans listed in Exhibit B. 
These written confirmations shall be collectively referred to hereinafter as the 
"Licenses. " 
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2. Restrictions on Licenses. Developer expressly acknowledges and agrees 
that this Agreement does not grant Developer the right to instal.! any property or equipment, . 
except as may be described in this Agreement, or the right to impair any rights ofPianeer. This 
grant ofthe Licenses. set forth in Section 1 of Subpart A is expressly conditioned upon the prior 
receipt by Developer of any and all necessary approvals from governmental entities and private 
parties for its activities to be performed under the tenns of this Agreement, and is further 
expressly conditioned upon Pioneer's prior written approval of all drawings and plans 
concerning the activities to be conducted by Developer under this Agreement. 
3. Term of Grant of Licenses. The term of the Licenses shall commence 
upon the effective date ofthis Agreement and shall continue for so long as Developer is in 
compliance with the terms ofthis Agreement. Pioneer may revoke the Licenses granted 
hereunder should Developer at any time fail to 'comply with the terms and conditions of this 
Agreement; provided. however, that Pioneer delivers to Developer written notice of such failure 
and Developer fails to cure the lack of compliance within fifteen (15) days of delivery of such 
written notice. 
4. Abandonment ofaPortion of the Existing "A" Drain Easement. In 
connection with the relocation of the existing "A" Drain as set forth in Section 1 of Subpart A, 
Pioneer agrees to abandon a portion of the existing "At> Drain easement, as more particularly 
described in Exhibit E, upon comp'Jetlon of the relocation ofthe "An Dram and recording ofthls 
Agreement. 
5. Grant of Easement. Developer and the Association hereby grant to 
Pioneer a perpetual easement for the relocated "An Drain as set forth in Exhibit F. The easement 
conveys and grants to Pioneer all rights to the described real property for access, operation, 
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maintenance, repair, and replacement ofits facilities, which includes the relocated and tiled "A" 
Drain. The easement shall not be used, unless otherwise herein provided, by any services 
provided to the Montecito Park Subdivision by private or public entities, including, but not 
limited to, the Utilities. Developer and the Association shall prevent such adverse use unless 
Pioneer grants express written consent pursuant to Section 8 of Subpart A oftbis Agreement, as 
long as Developer owns any real property encumbered by the easement. 
6. Landscaping. Developer and the Association may plant low shrubs andlor 
grass within the area ofthe easements which do not exceed two-feet (2') in height at maturity and 
which in no way restrict Pioneer's access to and use of the "A" Drain, service roads, and paths. 
Developer and the Association shall not construct or install any pennanent structures within the 
areas ofthe easements, including but not limited to statues, boulders, rocks, concrete, fences, or 
. monuments, or install or plant any additional landscaping, such as trees or shrubs, other than the 
landscaping described in this Section. All expenses relating to the landscaping described herein 
shall be borne solely by Developer and the Association. It is expressly agreed that Pioneer shall 
not be responsible for any damages to any landscaping so installed by Developer resulting from 
Pioneer's operation, maintenance, replacement, or repair of the relocated "AU Drain. 
7. Maintenance of the "An Drain. Periodically, as part of the routine 
operation and maintenance of the "A" Drain, light andlor heavy maintenance ofthe "A" Drain is 
required to ensure its proper function. All maintenance of the relocated "A" Drain which lies 
within the Montecito Park Subdivision development shall be performed by Developer and/or the 
Association, and the cost of such maintenance shall be borne by Developer andlor the 
Association. Such maintenance shall include, without limitation, dredging of the relocated 
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"A" Drain to remove spoils, cleaning of the trash racks, weeding, trash collection, and other 
necessary manicuring of the landscaping along the relocated "AU Drain. 
If the maintenance performed by Developer andlor the Association shall in any 
way prevent Pioneer's nOIIDal operation, maintenance, repair, or replacement of the "A" Drain, 
Pioneer shall notifY in writing the Developer andlor manager of the Association of such problem. 
If Developer andlor the Association fail to rectify the problem. Pioneer may elect to perfonn the 
obligations of Developer andlor the Association. In the event that Pioneer perfonns the 
obligations of Developer and/or the Association as provided for under this Section, all costs 
andlor fees associated therewith shall be the sole responsibility of Developer andlor the 
Association, and Pioneer shall be entitled to litigate to collect such costs and fees. Furthennore, 
Pioneer shall not be responsible for any damage to landscaping andlor roadways caused by its 
operation, maintenance, andlor replacement of the relocated '"N' Drain within the easement 
granted hereunder. This maintenance agreement between Developer and/or the Association shall 
in no way effect or limit Pioneer's ownership of its facilities andlor systems, including the 
relocated "A" Drain. 
8. Utility Crossings. Unless Developer has previously disclosed utility 
locations by providing plans fully depicting the utility locations through a utility plan or ajoint 
trench utility plan, Developer shall not allow any Utilities or any private party to cross any 
portion of the relocated "A" Drain, or otherwise use or encroach upon Pioneer's irrigation 
casements, without the express written consent of Pioneer. Said written consent may take the 
form of an addendum to this existing Agreement or, Pioneer, in its-discretion, may require that 
separate license agreements be executed between Pioneer and the Utility or private party seeking 
to cross the relocated" A" Drain. 
COMBINED LICENSE Al~D CONSTRUCTION, OPERATION, AND 
MAINTENANCE AGREEMENT FOR MONTECITO PARK SUBDIVISION - 8 
2346 
80LMT~:533997,3 
MT ePROD01273 
In the event that Developer has not provided utility plans and asserts that no 
Utility or private party will be crossing a Pioneer facility and/or system, Developer shall present. 
to Pioneer proof ofthis fact in one of the fonowing forms: 
(a) title report confrrming that no other easements have been granted and 
recorded as of the date of recording of this Agreement, or 
(b) signed writings from the individual Utilities serving the development 
stating that they will not be crossing a Pioneer facility and/or system. 
Absolutely no construction may proceed until said Developer or Utilities have 
met these siting/crossing requirements to the satisfaction of Pioneer. 
9. Express Waiver. In the event that any Utilities or private parties do cross 
Pioneer facilities and/or systems, or share in the use of Pioneer's facility and/or system 
easements, said Utilities or private parties waive any and all claims against Pioneer, now and in 
the future, concerning or arising from Pioneer's water distribution, operation, and maintenance 
activities involving Pioneer's facilities and/or systems. 
10. Installation and Inspection. Developer or their agents or contractors, shalf 
perform all work contemplated by the terms of this Agreement in a worlananlike manner. 
Developer agrees to assume all responsibility for the construction contemplated WIder this 
. Agreement, including general liability and costs for construction. 
Any construction or other activities by Developer which may impede or impair 
the flow of water may only be perfonned during the non-irrigation season, which is usually 
between November 1 and March 15. Developer expressly acknowledges that, notwithstanding 
its assumption of certain responsibilities and receipt of certain rights under this Agreement, 
Pioneer does not relinquish its ownership rights in any portion of its facilities. 
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Subpart B. Pressurized Irrigation Construction, Operation, and Maintenance 
1. Statutory Authority. Subpart B of this Agreement is made pursuant to and 
under the authority ofTdaho Code Sections 43-330A through 43-330G (the "Act''). 
2. Warranties. The Pressurized Irrigation System Plans must be approved in 
Writing by the engineering agent for Pioneer prior to beginning construction. Montecito Park 
Subdivision, ifnot already completed, shall be completed as soon as practical after the date of 
this Agreement. The Pressurized Irrigation System will also be completed as soon as practical 
after the date of this Agreement. Developer hereby represents and warrants that the Pressurized 
Irrigation System will be free of defects in material and workmanship and will be properly 
installed so that it is a fully functioning system which complies with the standards and 
specifications of Pioneer. Developer agrees to replace any portions ofthe Pressurized Irrigation 
System which fail because of defects in material and workmanship or improper installation for a 
period of two (2) years from the date of written acceptance of the Pressurized Irrigation System 
by Pioneer. 
3. Substitutions. Developer represents that it will not use different 
construction procedures or substituted material in lieu of the procedures and materials described 
in the Pressurized Irrigation System Plans and Specifications unless previously approved in 
writing by Piorieer or Pioneer's engineer. 
4. Pennits. Developer represents that it has obtained or will obtain all 
necessary city, county, and state permits and approvals for construction of the Pressurized 
Irrigation System. 
5. Easement. Developer hereby grants to Pioneer an easement for the 
operation, maintenance, repair, and replacement of the Pressurized Irrigation System. The 
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location of the easement for the pumphouse shall be as set forth in the legal description 
referenced in Exhibit G, attached hereto and made a part hereof. The location of the easement 
for the Pressurized Irrigation System shall be determined by the location of the pipelines, as 
finally installed, and the width of the easement shall be five (5) feet on either side 0 f the 
centerline of each pipeline, unless otherwise stated. Within ten (10) days of recording the final 
plat for Montecito Park Subdivision, Developer shall provide to Pioneer a recorded copy of the 
final subdivision plat clearly depicting the location of the easement. 
6. Inspection. Upon completion of the Pressurized Irrigation System, 
Developer shall provide Pioneer with as-built drawings of the Pressurized Irrigation System, and 
shall correct any existing defects identified during a walk through inspection by Pioneer, 
Developer shall also perform a pump and pressure test to the satisfaction of Pioneer. Prior to 
acceptance of the entire Pressurized Irrigation System and assumption ofthe responsibility for 
the operation and maintenance of the Pressurized Irrigation System, Developer shall provide 
Pioneer with a waiver(s) oflien(s) as evidence of Developer's payment to all subcontractors and 
material suppliers listed on a notarized contractor's affidavit at the time of completion of the 
construction of any and an segments of the Pressurized Irrigation System. 
7. Cost of Construction. The cost of construction of the Pressurized 
Irrigation System has been, or shall be, paid in full by Developer and shall not be apportioned 
against the lots in Montecito Park Subdivision, except as herein provided. Any portion of the 
cost of construction of the Pressurized Irrigation System that is not paid upon completion of 
construction by Developer or by a third party on behalf of Developer shall constitute a lien 
against the lots in the Montecito Park Subdivision securing payment of the balance of the 
construction cost and payment of interest on any deferred installments of the construction cost. 
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The balance of the construction cost, if any, shall be included in the annual 
assessments levied by Pioneer against the Montecito Park Subdivision or individual lots therein, 
and any such assessment and its levy and collection shall be, as nearly as practicable, in 
. accordance with the assessment, levy, and collection of other assessments levied upon lands in 
Pioneer Irrigation District. Said annual assessments levied by Pioneer shall comply with the 
req1rirements of the Act and other relevant provisions of state law. 
8. Construction by Pioneer. Developer agrees that in the event of default by 
Developer under this Agreement, Pioneer may elect to perfonn Developer's obligations, if any, 
related to the construction and installation of the Pressurized Irrigation System, afierproviding 
thirty (30) days prior written notice to Developer of such alleged default and the intent of Pioneer 
to perfonn the obligations of Developer hereunder. 
9. Ownersbip of Distribution System. The Pressurized Irrigation System 
shall be the property of Pioneer, shall be owned by Pioneer, and shall be transfened by. 
Developer to Pioneer following delivery to Developer of Pioneer's written acceptance of the 
Pressurized Irrigation System and by delivery by Developer of lien waivers to Pioneer and a bill 
of sale substantially similar to the bill of sale attached hereto as Exhibit H. 
10. Operation and Maintenance by Pioneer - Assessments for Operation and 
Maintenance. After complete transfer of ownershipt as provided for in Section 9 of Subpart B, 
the Pressurized Irrigation System shall be operated, maintained, repaired, and replaced by 
Pioneer, and Pioneer may levy and collect annual assessments against each lot served by the 
Pressurized Irrigation System to defray the cost and expense of such operation, maintenance, 
repair, or replacement. 
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Pioneer shall have available for inspection by the lot owners in the Property, as 
subdivided, infonnation on scheduled water assessments and the rules and· regulations in 
cOlU1ection with the provision of water, including the tennination thereof. Pioneer shall bill such 
water assessments and shall collect such water assessments from the individual lot owners 
pursuant to state law. Water assessments for common areas and parking lots shall be billed to 
and collected from the Association. 
11. Pressurized Irrigation System Boundaries. Pioneer's obligations 
concerning the ownership, operation, and maintenance of the Pressurized Irrigation System is 
limited to those areas of the delivery system up to and including the curb stop valves that service 
each lot. Pioneer is not responsible or obligated in any way to operate or maintain portions of 
the system beyond said curb stop valves. 
12. Watering Schedule. Developer agrees that a watering schedule, approved 
by Pioneer in writing, shall be included in the Covenants, Contracts, and Restrictions 
("CC&R's") for the Montecito Park Subdivision and any future phases of the Montecito Park 
Subdivision development Upon recording of the CC&R's, Developer shall, within a reasonable 
time period, provide Pioneer with a copy of the CC&R's for the Montecito Park Subdivision. 
13. Future Phases. Developer and Pioneer hereby acknowledge and agree that 
it is their mutual intent to have water delivered, and to deliver water to and through the 
Pressurized Irrigation System throughout the Montecito Park Subdivision development, 
including future phases, subject to the requirements contained herein in this Agreement. 
Plans and Specifications for the distribution system for a pressurized irrigation 
system for future phases of the Montecito Park Subdivision development shall be SUbstantially 
similar to the Pressurized Irrigation System Plans and Specifications found in Exhibit C, and 
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shall be submitted to Pioneer for review and approval in writing by Pioneer, or Pioneer's 
engineering agent, prior to construction of such distribution system(s). The pressurized irrigation 
system for all future phases ofthe Montecito Park Subdivision development shall be the property 
of and shall be owned by Pioneer, and shall be transferred by Developer to Pioneer within twenty 
(20) days of completion of the construction of such pressurized irrigation system. Such transfer 
shall be accomplished by delivery by Developer to Pioneer of a bill of sale substantially similar 
to the Bill of Sale attached hereto as Exhibit H and after written acceptance of that phase ofthe 
pressurized irrigation system by Pioneer. 
Pioneer shall cooperate with Developer in the execution of any and all subdivision 
plats in connection with the Property. Pioneer shall do all things reasonably necessary to 
accomplish the delivery of water to and through the Pressurized Irrigation Systems in connection 
with the Montecito Park Subdivision development. AU tenus and provisions of this Agreement 
which are currently applicable to the Montecito Park Subdivision shall automatically apply to all 
future phases of the Montecito Park Subdivision development after the recording of the final 
subdivision plat for each phase. provided that the pump capacity of the Pressurized Irrigation 
System is adequate to provide adequate irrigation water to all of the lots in future phases of the 
. Montecito Park Subdivision development If the pump capacity is not adequate. as determined 
by Pioneer or Pioneer's engineering agent, Developer agrees to provide additional pump capacity 
sufficient to allow adequate water to be supplied to all lots in all phases the Montecito Park 
Subdivision development. 
Subpart C. General Provisions 
1. Indemnity. Developer, the Association, and any Utility or private party 
that crosses a Pioneer facility and/or system or uses Pioneer's easements, agrees to protect. 
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defend, indemnify, and hold Pioneer and its officers, directors, employees, members, and agents 
harmless from and against any and all liability, suits, losses, damages, claims, actions, costs, and-
expenses of any nature, including court costs and attorney fees, arising from or out of any acts or 
omissions of Developer, the Association, any crossing Utility, or private party, respectively, and 
their agents or contractors, related to or in connection with (a) their crossing of Pioneer's 
facilities; (b) use of the easements of Pioneer; (c) with the construction, operation, maintenance, 
repair or replacement of the Pressurized Irrigation System; (d) any activity under this 
Agreement; and (e) the exercise of any privileges or perfonnance of any obligations by 
Developer, the Association, crossing Utility or private party hereunder. 
Furthermore, Developer. the Association, and any crossing Utility or private 
party, agree to protect, indemnify, and hold Pioneer and its officers, directors, employees, 
members, and agents hannless from and against any and all liability, suits, losses, damages, 
claims, actions, costs, and expenses of any nature, including court costs and attorney fees, arising 
from or out of water quality violations, flooding, or any interruption or interference with the flow 
of water in Pioneer facilities and/or systems caused by any act or omission of Developer, the 
Association, any crossing Utility, private party, or their agents. Such Developer, the 
Association, and any crossing Utility or private party, shall be responsible for their own actions 
only, and not the actions of any other party hereunder. Each party's liability shall be separate 
only, and not joint. 
2. No Liens. Developer and/or the Association shall allow no liens as a 
result of any labor perfonned or materials supplied in connection with Developer's and/or the 
Association's activities to attach to the relocated "A" Drain, the Pressurized Irrigation System, or 
to any adjacent lands held by Pioneer. 
COMBINED LICENSE AND CONSTRUCTION, OPERATION, AND 
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3. Limitations on Liability; Attorney Fees. The parties hereto agree that 
nothing herein contained shall be construed to create ajoint venture, partnership, or other similar 
relationship which might subject any party to liability for the debts and/or obligations of the 
others, except as otherwise expressly agr~ed in this Agreement. No director, officer, staff 
member. agent, or designee ofFioneer shall incur any liability hereunder to Developer, the 
Association, Utility, or any other party in such person's individual capacity by reason of such 
person's actions hereunder or execution hereof. In the event any paity hereto shall bring any 
action to enforce a breach of this Agreement, the prevailing party shall be entitled to recover 
reasonable costs and attorney fees from the non prevailing party. 
4. Professional Fees. Developer agrees to promptly pay all engineering costs 
or irrigation consulting fees incurred by Pioneer relating to design review and inspection of the 
Pressurized Irrigation System. Developer also agrees to promptly pay all legal expenses incurred 
by Pioneer relating to the negotiation, preparation, and execution oftrus Agreement. It is 
expressly agreed that Pioneer shall not be responsible for the payment of said costs or fees. 
5. Entire Agreement. This Agreement contains the entire agreement between 
the parties hereto with respect to the subject matter of this Agreement. Amendments to this 
Agreement shall be made only by written instrument executed by each of the parties hereto. 
6. Binding Effect. This Agreement shall bind the parties hereto and their 
respective heirs, personal representatives, successors, and assigns and shall also constitute a 
burden upon and appurtenance to the Property. 
7. Severability. If any part oftrus Agreement is held to be illegal or 
unenforceable by a court of competent jurisdiction, the remainder of this Agreement shall be 
given effect to the fullest extent reasonably possible. 
COMBINED LICENSE AND CONSTRUCTION, OPERATION, AND 
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8. Survival. The terms, representations, provisions, covenants,.and 
agreements shall survive the delivery of the Bill of Sale and snaIl remain binding upon and for 
the parties hereto until fully observed, kept, or performed. 
9. No Waiver. The failure of a party to insist on the strict performance, of 
any provision of this Agreement or to exercise any right or remedy upon a breach hereof shall 
not constitute a waiver of any provision of this Agreement or limit such party's right to enforce 
any provision or exercise any right. 
10. Governing Law. This Agreement shall be construed under and governed 
by the laws oftbe State of Idaho. 
11. Representations of Parties. 
(a) Pioneer. Pioneer represents and warrants that: (1) it is an irrigation district 
organized and existing under and by virtue of the laws of the State ofIdaho; (ii) it has the 
capacity to enter into and perfonn its obligations under this Agreement; (iii) all organizational 
and other actions required to authorize it to enter into and perform this Agreement have been 
properly taken; and (iv) this Agreement has been properly executed and delivered by Pioneer and 
is valid and binding upon Pioneer in accordance with its terms. 
(b) Developer. Developer represents and warrants that; (i) it is an Idaho 
limited liability company duly organized and in good standing with the State of Idaho; (ii) it has 
the capacity to enter into and perfonn its obligations under this Agreement; (iii) all actions 
required to authorize the Developer to enter into and perform this Agreement have been properly 
taken; (iv) this Agreement has been properly executed and delivered by the Developer and is 
valid and binding upon the Developer in accordance with its terms; and (v) it has obtained aU 
COMBINED LICENSE AND CONSTRUCTION, OPERATION, AND 
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pennits, licenses, and aclmowledgments required to conduct the activities to be perfonned under 
the tenus of the Agreement. 
(c) The Association. The Association represents and warrants that: (i) it is an 
Idaho corporation du1y incorporated and in good standing in the State of Idaho; (ii) it has the 
capacity to enter into and perform its obligations under this Agreement; (iii) all actions required 
to authorize the Association to enter into and perform this Agreement have been properly taken; 
(iv) this Agreement has been properly executed and delivered by the Association and is valid and 
binding upon the Association in 'accordance with its tenus; and (v) it has obtained all permits, 
licenses, and acknowledgments required to conduct the activities to be perfonued under the 
tenus of the Agreement. 
12. Developer's Authorization of Signature. Developer hereby warrants that 
the person signing this Agreement has been authorized to do so by Developer. 
13. The Association's Authorization of Signature. The Association hereby 
warrants that the person signing this Agreement has been authorized to do so by the Association. 
14. Notices. All notices, demands, requests, and other communications under 
this Agreement shall be in writing and shall be deemed properly served or delivered if delivered 
by hand to the party to whose attention it is directed or, when sent by mail, three (3) days after 
deposit in the United States mail, postage prepaid, addressed as follows: 
PIONEER IRRIGATION DISTRICT 
P.O. Box 426 
Caldwell, Idaho 83606 
MONTECITO PARK DEVELOPMENT, LLC 
701 S. Allen Street, Suite 103 
Meridian, Idaho 83642 
MONTECITO PARKNEIGBBORHOOD ASSOCIATION, INC. 
701 S. Allen Street; Suite 103 
Meridian, Idaho 83642 
COMBINED LICENSE AND CONSTRUCTION, OPERATION, AND 
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Each party may change its address for delivery by written notice in the manner provided herein. 
15. Recording. lbis Agreement shall be recorded upon execution in the office 
of the county recorder for each county in which any portion of the land covered by the 
Agreement is located. 
IN WITNESS WIll3REOF, the parties have hereunto caused their names to be 
subscribed to this Agreement of the date first set forth above. 
MONTECITO PARKDEVELOPMENT,LLC 
MONTECITO PARK NEIGHBORHOOD 
ASSOCIATION, INC. 
BY~ Its~ 
PIONEER IRRIGATION DISTRICT 
B~ANAbl d~4.~ 
Donald F. Sayre, President 
of its Board of Directors 
Attest: 
~(2~~ 
Naida Kelleher, Secre . 
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'. 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
I\~ fl. ) ss. 
County of f1Lt':V'= ) 
On this /J. t! day of (harch ~004, ~foTl~ me, the undersigned 
Notary Public in and for said state, personally appeared t'kt&r V i+1/11~ , known or 
identified to me to be the rnd~ar of MONTE 0 PARK DEVELOPMENT, 
LLC, an Idaho limited liability co any, the person who executed the mstrument on behalf of 
MONTECITO PARK DEVELOPMENT, LLC, and acknowledged to me that MONTECITO PARK 
DEVELOPMENT, LLC. executed the same. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official 
seal the day and year in this certificate first above wnlrlif·tten. . 
/~~;;-m;".;#.... IIffib 
. ~~~ 
. I. NO), \,7 \ __ -+-+-'-_______ _ 
~ '. 1~;. :~ i NOTAR '" "'Go-.,' I 1 Residing at ->I-=..!.-=--'"7"'T1f-1+.d..-.-&--7,. tIC .II *1 My Commission Expires .,..~ .~ ,:;. ----:..L...<--__ _ ~ 0/11DA-a,O .... ' ~ ........... ~ 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
County of A-titL 
. 
) ss. 
) 
On this /Q-f: day of {Y¥lroh , 2004, be~o~e me, the undersigned 
Notary Public in and for BaiWe, personally appeared btl'}1 7:>. I11I1'f1!;o , known or 
identified to me to be the 'BQI tu/l--r . of MONTECITO PARK NEIGHBORHOOD 
ASSOCIATION, INC., an Idaho corporation, the person who executed the ins1rument on behalf of 
MONTECITO PARK NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATION, INC., and acknOWledged to me that 
. MONTECITO PARK NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATION, INC., executed the same. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official 
seal the day and year in this certificate first above written. 
. ~~ NOTARY FQRIDAHO 
Residing at I '}.L. t . I 
My Commission Expires Q{(pfo9 
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STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss .. 
County of Canyon ) 
On this A day Of~.d.L ) 2004, before me, the undersigned 
Notary Public in and for said state, personally appeared DONALD F. SAYRE known or identified 
to me to be the President of the Board of Directors of PIONEER mRIGATION DISTRICT, the 
person who executed the instrument on behalf of the PIONEERlRRIGATIQN DISTRICT, and 
acknowledged to me that PIONEERlRRIGATION DISTRICT executed the same. 
IN WTINESS WHEREOF) I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official 
seal the day and year in this certificate first above written. 
. ,,, .. 11 .... , ...... 
_"'-'...1'..S M. ~ • .,,~ 
. ~~ O~ .. ...£q ... 
1>"' ~ ".- ... ~~ !~I ltOl'-1.t \~ E* _ .... J.. =5 
\ ~ ""' .. ~~ &.8LIC *i ~~ 0" 01l1Dt..~~ ~ ........ 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Canyon ) 
~~~R NO ARY PUB~ C OR 0 
Residing at a ~ ;2/ -~ 
My Commissio~ Expires z:.;; ~ 
On this A day Of;:l!:p~ ,2004, before me, the undersigned 
Notary Public in and for said state, p~rsonally appeared NAIDA KELLEHER known or identified 
to me to be the Secretary of PIONEER IRRIGATION DISTRICT, the person who executed the 
instrument on behalf of the PIONEER IRRIGATION DISTRICT, and acknowledged to me that 
PIONEER IRRIGATION DISTRICT executed the same. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official 
seal the day and year iV- . certificate fIrst above written. 
, .... 
, ...... 'c.~ }4. CO~ ~ .. ~_\. ............ ..,;~< 
$ 0 ... ' •• ~., 
:: l;'Jo. aTA n, •.. 1. 
.. :j 0 ~ .'. • '0'4 : Q: ~ :. . ..J 
: : ........ ~ 
i * ~ .... lJ .\C : * 
.,. o. . r B,.. ,.' 
-:., V'. -. • .. 0 ~ :;. e. .-& I 
"'<'! "'11', •••••••• ~v ~ "'####~ 'Ii 0 F \\) ,"~.-I' 
'f.f' ........ •• 
Residing at ~~'.l::2~~e)..";;:~~-­
My Commission Expires --,~--<=-~'""-~ 
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EXlIIBIT A 
Vicinity Map 
Exhibit A 
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EXHIBITB 
Crossing Plans and Specifications 
Please refer to the following plans prepared by Earl, Mason & Stanfield. Inc. for Montecito Park 
Subdivision, Job No. JYI003: 
Cover Sheet, Sheet 1 of25, dated 1122/04 
Subdivision Layout, Sheets 2, 2A, and 2B of 27, dated 2/17/04 
Specifications, Sheet 3 of25, dated 2/17/04 
Aviation Way, Sheets 5, 7 and 8'0£25, dated 1/22/04 
2362 
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EXHffiITC 
Pressurized Irrigation System Plans and Specifications 
Please refer to the following plans prepared by Earl, Mason & Stanfield, Inc. for Montecito Park 
Subdivision, Job No. JYlO03: 
Cover Sheet, Sheet 1 of25, dated 1122/04 
Subdivision Layout, Sheets 2, 2A, and 2B of27, dated 2117/04 
Specifications, Sheet 3 of25, dated 2/17/04 
Irrigation Plan, Sheet 25 of25, dated 2/17/04 
Irrigation Pump Station, Sheets IPS! and 2 of2,' dated 2117104 
2363 
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EXHmITD 
Tiling and Relocation Plans and Specifications 
Please refer to the following plans prepared by Earl, Mason & Stanfield, Inc. for Montecito Park 
Subdivision, Job No. JYI003: 
Cover Sheet, Sheet 1 of25, dated 1122/04 
Subdivision Layout, Sheets 2, 2A, and 2B of27, dated 2/17/04· 
Spedfications, Sheet 3 of25, dated 2/17/04 
"An Drain Relocation, Sheets ID, 2D, 3D, and 4D of 4, dated 3/3/04 
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EXBmITE 
Legal Description of the Vacation of a Portion of the. Existing "N'Drain,Easement 
ExhibitE 
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IDAHO 
SURVEY 
GROUP 
1450 EastWatertower St. 
Suite ISO 
Meridian, Idaho 83642 
Phone (208) 846-8570 fax (208) SB4-5399 
----------------------------------------------------------------------------.---
.ISG Project No. October 1.6, 2003 
A·DRAIN EASEMENT VACATION MONTECITO PARK 
A 100.00 foot wide strip ofland located in the East ~ 'of the Southeast ~ of 
Section 23, T.4N., R.3W., B.M., Canyon County, Idaho, more particularly described as 
follows: Commencing at the ~ comer common to Section 24 and the said Section 23, 
from which the Southeast comer of said Section 23 be~ South 00°34'57" West, 2638·.13 
feet; Thence aloq.g the East-West mid-section line North· 89°3T22" West, 644.55 feet to a 
point on the existing easterly right-of-way of the A-Drain, s~id point being the REAL 
POINT OF BEGINNING. . 
Thence Soutb 19°12'07" East, 1762.41 feet; 
Thence South 00°34'57" West, 125.37 feet; 
T4ence South 02°41 '05" West, 154.42 feet; 
Thence North 19°12'07" West, 2059.24 feet to a point on the'East~West mid-
section line; 
Thence along s~d line South'S9°37'22" East, 106.14 feet to the Point of 
Beginning.. " ' 
Prepared by: 
IDAHO SURVEY GROUP, PC 
. D. ~rerry Peugh, P.L.S. 
'0 ..... ; " .' " i ,... ,., r, 1 1 • ., n:1 "11 l' 'I r! " ·n r ~~ 
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N 
5.23 
S.23 1/4 S.24 
--~~-------- - - - ~----------------- - - - -------+-S.26 S.26 S.25 ' 
IOAHO 
SURVEY 
. GROUP, P.C. 
LOCATED IN THE EAST >2 OF SECTION 23, TAN .• R.3W., 8.M .• 
CALQWELL, CANYON COUN TY, lOAHO 
'460 Ii. W"TERTOWER ST. 
sum: ISO 
loIEAIDIAH, l!iAHO 13142 
tlOll)1I-4U51Q 
PARTIAL VACATION OF THE 
A-DRAIN EASEMENT 
2367 MT ePRODO 1294 
EXIDBITF 
Legal Description of Easement for the Relocated "A" Drain 
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IDAHO 
SURVEY 
GROUP 
. 1450 East Watertower St. 
Suite 150 
Meridian, Idaho 83642 
. Phone (208) 846·8570 
Fax (208) 884-5399 . 
ISO Project No. October 16,2003 
RE·LOCATED A-DRAIN EASEl'vlENT MONTECITO PARK 
A parcel ofland located in the East Y2 of the Southeast 114 of Section 23, TAN:, 
. R.3W., B.M., Canyon County, Idaho, more particularly described as follows: 
Commencing at the 'i4 comer common to Section 24 and to said Section 23, frOID which 
the Southeast comer ofsaia Section 23 bears South 00°34'57" West, 2638.13 feet; 
Thence along the' East-West mid-section line North 89°37'22" West, 33.00 feet to the 
REAL POINT OF BEGINNING. 
Thence South 00°34'57" West, 1938.62 feet; 
Thence North 19°12' 07" West, 118.17 feet; 
Thence North 00°34'57" East, 1686.54 feet; . 
lbenceNorth 49°48'35" West, 63.62 feet; 
Thence North 89°37'22" West, 554.10 feet; 
. Thence North 40°19' 18." West, 44.01 feet; 
Thence North.s60:32'52>J West, 85.45 feet; 
Thence North 000)6'41" East, 20.00 feet to a point on the East-West mid·section 
line; 
Thence alongsaid line South 89°37'22" East, 743.70 feet to the Point of 
Beginning. . 
D. Terry Peugh, P.L.S. 
Profession·aJ Land SUly·.e'lOJ~s 
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S.23 1/4 
S.26 
IDAHO 
SURVEY 
GROUP. P.C. 
EXISTING '100' 'A~ DRAIN ___ ",,//-;0, . 
EASEMENT· _. _ ~_~. 1(4 
" . S.2 S.24 
"-:------""- I . 
.' I I 
. III 
III 
II 
II 
II 
I, 
: 11 
'II 
. 40' I t 
-=----j I 
. I 
. , : 
., II 
. . . II 
RELOCA TED • A" DRAIN...---\ I I 
EASEMENT I I 
II 
I, 
(XlsnNG 100' 'A" DRAIN 
EASEMENT 
: ~I \~ 
LOCATED IN THE EAST J2 OF SECTION 23, TAN., R.3W., 8.M., 
CALDWELL. CANYON COUNTY, IDAHO 
1450 lL WAlSnOM:ll 5'1'. 
SUllE 1&1 
MERIOWI. IDAHO 8311"42 
120allH6-ll571 NEW'A-DRAIN' EASEMENT 
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EXlDBITG 
Legal Description for the Pressurized Irrigation System Pumphouse 
ExhibitG 
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. gAR." lWtASOB5' & 8'1'.a.arilill'aDt/ b'C ... 
. PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERS, LAND SURVEYORS & PLANNERS 
314 BADIOLA STREET 
CALDWELL, IDAHO 83605 
FOR; Hubble Homes 
JOB NO.: JYI003 
DATE: February 13,2004 
RE: Irrigation Pump Station Easement for Montecito Subdivision 
TELEPHONE: (20S) 454-0256 
FAX: (208) 454-0,79 
Emai1: rgray@emands.net 
IRRIGATION PUMP STATION EASEMENT 
Permanent easement and right of way for the pwpose oflocating, establishing, constructing. 
maintaining, repairing and operating an "Irrigation Pump Station", together with the right to 
excavate and refill ditches andlor trenches for the location of said pump station along with it's 
apparatus', the right to remove bushes, trees, undergrowth and other obstructions interfering with 
the location, construction and maintenance of said pwnp station and the right of ingress and egress 
in, from, to and over said easement for the purpose of inspecting, maintaining and repairing such 
pump station. 
The perpetual easement and right of way hereby given, conveyed and transferred for maintaiIting, 
repairing and operating said pump station is described in general language as follows and as shown 
on Exhibit ''B'' attached: 
A parcel of land located in a portion of Lot 1 of Hillcrest Subdivision as on file in Book 3 of Plats 
at Page lOin the Office of the Recorder of Canyon County, Idaho, said Lot 1 is located in the 
NW 1/4 SE 1/4 of Section 23, Township 4 North, Range 3 West, Boise Meridian, Caldwell, 
Canyon County Idaho, more particularly described as follows: 
Commencing at the NE comer of said SE 114, (East 114 comer of said section 23), sai.d comer 
monumented with a found 518 inch diameter iron pin; 
Thence N. 89° 37' 22" W., a distance of 1331.40 feet along the northerly boundary of said SE 114 
to the NE comer of said NW 1/4 SE 1/4, (Center-east 1116 comer of said section 23), said corner 
monumented with a found 5/8 inch diameter iron pin; 
Thence continuing N. 89° 37' 22" W.) a distance of 665.70 feet along the northerly boundary of 
said NW 114 SE 114 to a found 112 inch diameter iron pin; 
Thence leaving the northerly boundary of said NW 114 SE 1/4, S. 0° 15' 55" W., a distance of 
30.00 feet to the NW corner of said Lot1; 
Thence continuing S. 0° 15' 55" W., a distance of 14.89 feet along the westerly boWldary of said 
Lot 1 to the POINT OF BEGINNING of said easement; 
2372 MT ePRODO 1299 
EARL, MASON & STANFIELD.INc. 
PROPESSIONAL ENGINEERS, UND SURf'EYORS & PLANNW 
Page 2 
Thence continuing along the westerly boundary of said Lot 1, S. 0° 15' 55" W., a distance of 58.01 
feet to a point; 
Thence leaving the westerly boundary of said Lot I, N. 56° 06' 30" E., a distance of58.07 feet to a 
point; 
Thence N. 33° 53' 30" W., a distance of 48.00 feet to a point; 
Thence S. 56° 06' 30" W.o a distance of25.50 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING. 
This parcel contains 2,005 square feet more or less. 
A,Iso, this parcel is SUBJECT TO all easements and rights-of-way of record or implied. 
2373 MT ePRODO 1300 
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EXHIBITH 
BILL OF SALE 
KNOW'ALL PERSONS BY THESE PRESENTS that on ~ay of 
~ cc,j .2004, MONTECITO PARK DEVELOPMENT, LLC, hereinafter referred to as 
"Seller," for and in consideration of the sum of One and Noll 00 Dollars ($1.00), and other good 
and valuable consideration in hand paid and the suf:ficiency whereof is hereby acknowledged, 
does by these presents grant, bargain, sell and convey unto PIONEER IRRIGATION DISTRICT, 
hereinafter referred to as "Buyer," and its assigns, the following personal property: 
The Pressurized Irrigation System specifically includes all appurtenances, pumps, 
pumphouses, and related facilities, including electrical power, a mainline, 
connecting lateral pipelines, valves, service boxes, individual lot delivery lines 
and facilities, and all related equipment, parts, and materials, including, but not 
limited to, those items ofpersonal property comprising the Pressurized Iriigati<)ll 
System as shown on the engineering record drawings prepared by Earl, Mason & 
Stanfield, Inc. for Montecito Park Subdivision, Job No. Nl003. 
TO HA VB AND TO HOLD the same to Buyer, and its assigns, forever; and 
Seller does for its covenant agree to warrant and defend the sale of said personal property, 
hereby made, unto Buyer, and its assigns, against all and every person lawfully claiming the 
same. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Seller does hereunto set his hand the day and year 
first above written. 
MONTECITO PARK DEVELOPMENT, LLC 
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